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Record of Decision 
Purple Line Project 
Montgomery County and Prince George’s County, Maryland 
by the Federal Transit Administration 


1. Decision 


The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has determined, pursuant to Title 23 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 771, and Title 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508, that the requirements 
of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) have been satisfied for the Purple 
Line project (the Project). This Record of Decision (ROD) applies to the Preferred Alternative 
described in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) dated August 2013, with design 
refinements as described in Attachment F of this ROD. 


As the Project sponsor and potential recipient of FTA financial assistance for the Project, MTA 
served as a co-lead agency with FTA in conducting the environmental review process. The 
National Park Service (NPS) and the National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) served as 
NEPA cooperating agencies. Each of these Federal agencies has a Federal action associated 
with the Project as described in Sections 6.5 and 6.6 of this ROD. 


If FTA provides financial assistance for the final design and/or construction of the Project, 
FTA will require MTA to design and build the Project as presented in the FEIS and this ROD. 
Any changes to the Project that are inconsistent with this ROD must be evaluated in 
accordance with 23 CFR Sections 771.129 and 771.130, and if required therein, they must be 
approved by FTA in writing before the MTA can proceed with the change. 


The Preferred Alternative is a 16.2-mile east-west light rail transit (LRT) line between the 
Bethesda Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA) Metro station in 
Montgomery County and the New Carrollton WMATA Metro station in Prince George’s 
County, Maryland. The transitway will be at grade except for one short tunnel section and 
three sections elevated on structures. It will operate mainly in dedicated or exclusive lanes, 
providing fast, reliable transit operations. System elements also include 21 stations, two 
storage and maintenance facilities, 20 traction power substations, 14 signal bungalows, and 
other ancillary facilities. 


This ROD summarizes FTA's decisions regarding compliance with relevant environmental 
requirements. This ROD is supported by seven attachments: 


¢ Attachment A: Commitments and Mitigation Measures 

¢ Attachment B: Programmatic Agreement 

¢ Attachment C: FEIS Comments and Responses 

¢ Attachment D: Final Section 4(f) Evaluation 

¢ Attachment E: Agency Correspondence 

* Attachment F: Design Refinements Since the August 2013 FEIS 
¢ Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet 


Further details supporting this ROD are in the Purple Line FEIS, the Section 106 Programmatic 
Agreement (PA), and the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation. 
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2. Basis for Decision 


The documents considered in making this decision include the October 17, 2008 Alternatives 
Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement (AA/DEIS), the August 8, 2012 Re-evaluation 
of the AA/DEIS, and the August 2013 FEIS, the Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
(Attachment A), the Section 106 Programmatic Agreement (Attachment B), the Responses to 
FEIS Comments (Attachment C), the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation (Attachment D), the Design 
Refinements Since the FEIS (Attachment E), as well as technical memoranda, correspondence, 
and other documents in the Project file. The FEIS presented the purpose and need for the 
Project; a chronology of the alternatives development and analysis for the Project, including a 
description of the alternatives considered; probable construction methods and activities for the 
Preferred Alternative; transportation conditions in the Project study corridor; environmental 
impacts; indirect and cumulative effects, commitments and mitigation measures; a summary of 
public outreach and agency coordination since publication of the AA/DEIS; and a summary of 
comments received on the AA/DEIS and responses to those comments. 


2.1 Background 


The Project evolved from several prior transportation planning activities in the study area, 
which informed the consideration of alternatives in the NEPA process. These included The 
Potential for Circumferential Transit in the Washington Region (MWCOG Transportation 
Planning Board, 1993) and the Capital Beltway High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lane Study 
(initiated by the State Highway Authority in 1993), which in 1998 became the Capital Beltway 
Corridor Transportation Study. The “Georgetown Branch Trolley,” a proposed transit line 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring, was first included as a project in the 2000 update to the 
region’s Constrained Long Range Transportation Plan (CLRP). In 1996 the Georgetown 
Branch Transitway/Trail Major Investment Study/Draft Environmental Impact Statement was 
completed. A Final Environmental Impact Statement was never produced for that study. A 
study of a proposed transit line from Silver Spring to New Carrollton was added to the CLRP 
in 2003. 


In September 2003, FTA and MTA issued a Notice of Intent (NOJ) in the Federal Register 
which initiated the NEPA planning process for the Purple Line, extending from Bethesda to 
New Carrollton via Silver Spring. Between 2003 and 2008, FTA and MTA examined various 
alternatives and design concepts, retaining eight alternatives and several design options for 
study in the AA/DEIS. The Notice of Availability of the AA/DEIS was published in the 
Federal Register on October 17, 2008, and a 90-day public comment period extended from 
October 17, 2008 to January 14, 2009. Four public hearings in November 2008 attracted over 
750 participants, and the overall process yielded over 3,300 comments. 


Based on the AA/DEIS findings, as well as input from the public, the local jurisdictions, and 
elected officials, Governor Martin O’ Malley identified a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) 
on August 4, 2009. The LPA was largely the Medium Investment LRT Alternative, as defined 
in the AA/DEIS, with elements of the High Investment LRT Alternative. 


After the Governor’s announcement of the LPA, MTA conducted technical studies and 
continued to work with the study corridor communities and local jurisdictions to refine the 
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LPA, resulting in the Preferred Alternative that was evaluated in the FEIS as the NEPA 
preferred alternative. 


In accordance 23 CFR Part 771.12923 CFR 771.129, MTA prepared a Re-evaluation in August 
2012 because more than three years had passed since publication of the AA/DEIS. On the basis 
of FTA’s consideration of the Re-evaluation, FTA determined that neither a supplemental 
environmental impact statement, nor a new AA/DEIS was warranted. MTA continued design 
refinement in response to additional community and stakeholder input, and further 
understanding of local conditions and constraints. FTA’s FEIS examined the Preferred 
Alternative, including the refinements since the AA/DEIS. 


2.2 Project Purpose and Need 
The purpose of the Purple Line project includes the following: 


¢ Provide faster, more direct, and more reliable east-west transit service connecting the major activity 
centers in the Purple Line corridor at Bethesda, Silver Spring, Takoma/Langley Park, College Park, 
and New Carrollton; 

¢ Provide better connections to Metrorail services located in the corridor; and 

¢ Improve connectivity to the communities in the corridor located between the Metrorail lines. 


The need for the Purple Line arises from various factors. Growing population and employment 
in the region has resulted in increasingly congested roadways. Changing land use patterns in 
Montgomery and Prince George’s counties and the development of major activity centers 
within the corridor have increased the amount of suburb-to-suburb travel. The existing transit 
system is primarily oriented to accommodate travel into and out of Washington DC. The only 
transit service available for direct east-west travel is bus service, which is often slow and 
unreliable because it operates on a congested roadway system. East-west travel on Metrorail 
within the corridor is possible, but requires a trip into and then out of Washington DC. The 
constraints of traffic congestion, lack of opportunity to increase roadway capacity, and steep 
terrain associated with stream valleys and the presence of existing heavy rail corridors which 
constrain the physical environment, limit the solutions which could be used to address these 
needs. See FEIS Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, for more detailed discussion of the Project 
needs. 


The Preferred Alternative strongly addresses the Project purpose and need as it will offer a 
faster, more direct, more reliable ride between all Metrorail stations and other transit services 
within the project corridor. The Preferred Alternative will also improve connectivity to 
communities in the corridor to better link people to employment and activities in the corridor 
and beyond. See FEIS, Chapter 9.1, Effectiveness in Meeting the Project Purpose and Need. 


2.3 Alternatives Considered 


MTA’s alternatives development and evaluation included the initial development of 
alternatives, screening of alternatives, detailed study, selection of an LPA, and refinement of 
the LPA, resulting in identification of a Preferred Alternative in the FEIS. 
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This section summarizes the key steps in MTA’s alternatives development and evaluation 
process for the Purple Line, which are described in greater detail in the FEIS, the 2008 
Definition of Alternatives technical report, and the 2012 Supporting Documentation on 
Alternatives Development technical report. The 2008 report describes the alternatives analyses 
that led to the publication of the AA/DEIS, and the 2012 document summarizes the alternatives 
and includes memoranda prepared on specific alignments since the publication of the 
AA/DEIS. 


2.3.1 Regional Transportation Planning 


The National Capital Region Transportation Planning Board (TPB) of the Metropolitan 
Washington Council of Governments (MWCOG) is the federally-designated Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) for the region and is the regional forum for transportation 
planning. The federally-mandated metropolitan planning process requires MPOs to produce 
the following two documents: 


¢ A Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP), which lists projects and programs that will be funded in 
the next 6 years; 

¢ A long-range transportation plan, which in the Washington region is called the Financially 
Constrained Long-Range Transportation Plan; the CLRP must cover at least a 20-year period, and in 
this region, it typically has a 25-year horizon. 


Prior to 2009, the portion of the Project from Bethesda to Silver Spring was included in the 
CLRP. In 2009, the TPB amended the CLRP to include the entire Purple Line project. The 
project is now included in the 2013-2018 TIP and in the July 2012 update to the CLRP. 


2.3.2 Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(AA/DEIS) 


a. Scoping and Alternatives Development 

The alternatives presented at scoping included the No Build Alternative, the Transportation 
System Management (TSM) alternative, and a number of alignments for bus rapid transit 
(BRT) and LRT, which MTA proposed at-grade, underground, elevated, or a combination of 
these. All alignments began in Bethesda with a connection to the Metrorail station, served the 
Silver Spring Metrorail station, and continued to the New Carrollton Metro station. The 
options included the following: 


¢ Option A—Mixed-use bus lanes, where BRT shares lanes with regular traffic 

¢ Option B—Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) operated on existing roadways with a combination of mixed-use 
lanes and dedicated bus lanes and exclusive right-of-way 

¢ Option C—BRT operated in dedicated and exclusive bus lanes, including some aerial structures or 
tunnels 

* Option A—LRT operated primarily at-grade 

¢ Option B—LRT operated primarily in exclusive lanes, often grade-separated (tunnel and aerial 
structures) 


b. Screening of Alternatives 
MTA’s screening process evaluated the alternatives based on various factors, including ability 
to meet the Project’s Purpose and Need, engineering feasibility, natural and social 


4 Purple Line Record of Decision 


March 2014 





environmental impacts, preliminary cost estimates, and input from the public and agencies. 
Alternatives that did not meet these criteria were not considered reasonable, and alternatives 
that were not considered reasonable were eliminated from further consideration and not 
included in the AA/DEIS. See FEIS Chapter 2.1.3 for more detailed discussion of alternatives 
screening. 


2.3.3 Alternatives Evaluated in Detail in the AA/DEIS 


The AA/DEIS advanced eight alternatives and several design options for further study. These 
included the No Build Alternative, the TSM Alternative, and six Build Alternatives: three BRT 
alternatives and three LRT alternatives, differentiated by levels of investment. The AA/DEIS 
also presented several design options (alignment variations). See FEIS Chapter 2.1.4 for more 
detailed discussion of the alternatives evaluated in the AA/DEIS. 


2.3.4 Identification of the Locally Preferred Alternative 


Based on the AA/DEIS findings, as well as input from the public, the local jurisdictions, and 
elected officials, Governor Martin O’ Malley identified a LPA on August 4, 2009. The LPA 
was largely the Medium Investment LRT Alternative, as defined in the AA/DEIS, with 
elements of the High Investment LRT Alternative. The LPA was deemed best suited to meet 
the region’s transportation goals, responsive to community concerns and input, and superior to 
the other alternatives relative to its social, economic, and environmental effects and benefits. 
See FEIS Chapter 2.2 for more detailed discussion of the LPA identification. 


2.3.5 NEPA Re-evaluation 


As noted in Section 2.1, described in FEIS Chapter 2.2.2, and in accordance with 23 CFR Part 
771.129, MTA prepared a Re-evaluation because more than three years had passed since 
publication of the AA/DEIS for this project. MTA submitted the Re-evaluation to FTA on 
August 8, 2012. In that time period, MTA refined the LPA in response to the availability of 
new and updated data regarding park and historic resources. In addition, MTA made minor 
refinements to the LPA to reduce environmental impacts and/or improve traffic and transit 
operations. These refinements are a consequence of input from the public and stakeholders 
through the NEPA process, combined with more detailed engineering and study by MTA. The 
Preferred Alternative is the result of this refinement process. 


The Re-evaluation compared the environmental impacts set out in the DEIS for the LRT 
alternatives, from which the Preferred Alternative was derived, with all refinements made to 
the Preferred Alternative to date to determine if there were any significant changes between the 
two that would require a supplemental draft environmental impact statement. MTA concluded 
that a supplemental environmental impact statement to the AA/DEIS is not required because 
there are no significant changes in the Preferred Alternative. In correspondence dated October 
2, 2012, FTA concurred with MTA’s findings in the Re-evaluation. The changes set out in the 
Re-evaluation were presented to the public and are described and evaluated in the FEIS. 
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2.3.6 FEIS Preferred Alternative 


The Preferred Alternative evaluated in the FEIS will operate mainly in exclusive or dedicated' 
lanes along existing roadways. The transitway will be at grade except for one short tunnel 
section (a 0.3-mile tunnel between Wayne Avenue and Arliss Street) and three sections 
elevated on structures. 


The Preferred Alternative will have 21 stations. The station locations were selected based on 
connections with existing transit services, urban design principles including access and safety, 
public space availability, local plans, ridership catchment areas, operational considerations, 
engineering feasibility, and agency and community input. Seventeen stations will be at street 
level, three will be on aerial structures, and one will be in a tunnel portal. The Preferred 
Alternative will not provide new station parking; passengers will access the Purple Line by 
walking, bicycling, transferring from other transit lines, or from existing parking facilities. The 
Preferred Alternative will include constructing the permanent Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The transitway, stations, and related infrastructure will be integrated with existing and planned 
transportation facilities in a manner that accommodates or enhances automobile, bus, bicycle, 
and pedestrian circulation. For example, MTA’s conceptual plans for the Purple Line include 
roadway and intersection improvements consistent with applicable design standards for safety, 
enabling the Purple Line and other transportation modes to operate together as efficiently and 
safely as possible. The Purple Line will comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA) of 1990, as amended. 


Two maintenance and storage facilities will support the Purple Line. A storage yard will be 
located along Brookville Road in Lyttonsville, and a maintenance facility will be located along 
Veterans Parkway on the site of the Maryland National Capital Park and Planning 
Commission’s (M-NCPPC) Northern Area Maintenance — Glenridge Service Center. The 
Lyttonsville facility will be the primary vehicle storage area and will house the operations and 
control center, while the Glenridge site will be the primary maintenance and repair shop. 


The Purple Line system infrastructure will include an overhead contact system (OCS), 
providing electricity and operating signals for the vehicles. The traction power substations will 
convert electric power to the appropriate voltage for light rail operations. The Purple Line will 
require 20 substations as currently designed, 18 placed approximately every mile along the 
transitway, as well as one each at the maintenance facility and yard. In addition, 14 signal 
bungalows will be at track crossover locations. 


An exclusive lane is a right-of-way that is solely for use of transit vehicles and is not occupied by any other type of vehicle or 
by pedestrians. Exclusive lanes may be either grade-separated or protected by a fence or substantial permanent barrier. All 
crossings are grade- separated. A dedicated lane is used solely for transit vehicles, separated and protected from parallel traffic, 
but crosses roads, driveways, and pedestrian pathways at-grade. Separation may be achieved by mountable or un-mountable 
curbs, barriers, or fences. If the transit is light rail, protection at grade- crossings will be provided at some locations by railroad- 
style flashers and gates if required, or traffic signals at others. 
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The Final Section 4(f) Evaluation in Attachment D of this ROD provides a detailed description 
of the Preferred Alternative. The description is updated to include further refinements made by 
MTA to the design of the Preferred Alternative to reduce environmental and socioeconomic 
impacts subsequent to FTA’s issuance of the August 2013 Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS). Discussion of the refinements is provided in Section 5 of this ROD. 


2.4 Long-Term Transportation Effects of the Preferred Alternative 


FEIS Chapters 3.0 and 9.0 describe the transportation effects and benefits of the Preferred 
Alternative. The primary long-term transportation effects include modified roadway 
configurations, traffic patterns, and intersection operations; failing level of service at two 
intersections; and the loss of some on-street and off-street parking. The main benefits will be 
faster, more direct, and more reliable east-west transit service connecting major activity centers 
in the corridor, better connections with Metrorail services located in the corridor, and improved 
connectivity to the communities located between Metrorail lines in the corridor. In addition, in 
the Preferred Alternative, the permanent Capital Crescent Trail will be constructed within the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way for a distance of 3.3 miles between Bethesda and the CSX 
Metropolitan Branch (railroad right-of-way). The trail would cross the CSX right-of-way on 
the reconstructed Talbot Avenue bridge and would continue on the north side of the CSX right- 
of-way to the Silver Spring Transit Center (SSTC). MTA’s use or purchase of CSX property 
for the trail is under negotiation with CSX. The permanent Capital Crescent Trail will replace 
the existing Georgetown Branch Interim Trail, which currently extends from Bethesda to 
Stewart Avenue within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 


2.5 Environmental Impacts of the Preferred Alternative 


The FEIS identifies both benefits and adverse effects of the Preferred Alternative, both in the 
short-term during construction and over the long-term during operations. Long-term effects 
have been assessed for the year 2040, while short-term effects are those associated with 
construction activities, which have been assessed for a peak construction year of 2016 and 
lasting from 4 to 5 years. Table 1 summarizes the long-term, operational effects to 
environmental and community resources that will result from the Preferred Alternative. 
Specific commitments and mitigation measures for the effects from the Preferred Alternative 
are in Attachment A of this ROD. The list of commitments and mitigation measures in 
Attachment A of this ROD supersedes the list of commitments in the FEIS. 
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Table 1: Summary of Preferred Alternative Long-Term (Operational) Effects 





Transportation 





e Along some roadways, access from private driveways or unsignalized side street intersections will be 
limited to right-in/right-out movements 





Land Use, Public Policy, and Zoning 





e The Preferred Alternative supports current land use plans and zoning because both Montgomery and 
Prince George’s Counties anticipate the Purple Line project in their plans and zoning. 





Neighborhoods and Community Facilities 





e Vehicular and pedestrian access will be affected at some community facilities by changes in driveway 
locations and circulation patterns. 


e Public parking will be permanently lost at some locations where existing parking is removed. 


Neighborhood cohesion effects are not anticipated because the proposed transit service will operate 
largely on existing roadways or transportation corridors. 





Environmental Justice 





e The majority of the corridor is located in low-income and minority (environmental justice (E])) 
communities. The Preferred Alternative has the potential to cause adverse effects on E] populations, 
while also benefiting E} populations. Potential effects could include localized increased business 
expenses (e.g., rents) from increased property values, business migration and displacement, and 
changes in the availability and affordability of housing stock. FTA determined that the Project will not 
result in disproportionately high and adverse effects on E] populations. 





Property Acquisitions and Displacements 





e Approximately 388 properties will require either a partial (321) or full (67) acquisitions totaling 
approximately 70 acres. 


e The estimated 67 full acquisitions will result in approximately 60 commercial, 53 residential, and 3 
institutional displacements. A single acquisition can result in multiple displacements, e.g., if a multi-unit 
building is acquired. 





Economic Activity 





e Regional and local economic benefits of improved east-west travel, access to and between activity 
centers, connections to other transit services, better access to jobs, creation of jobs related to 
construction, operation, and maintenance of the Purple Line 





Visual and Aesthetic Resources 





e New visual features introduced; of 10 visual units in the study area (described in FEIS Chapter 4.9), the 
Project will have an overall “Low” visual effect on three units, a “medium” effect on four units, a 
“medium to high” effect on two units, and a “high” on one unit. 


e In those areas where there will be extensive tree removal, such as along the interim trail that is located 
within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, a substantial change to visual character will occur; a 
substantial change to visual character also will occur along Wayne Avenue, and as a result of the aerial 
structure and Riverdale Park Station across the intersection of Kenilworth Avenue and Riverdale Road. 











Historic Properties 
e Adverse effect on three eligible properties: Talbot Avenue Bridge, Metropolitan Branch, and Falkland 
Apartments. 


e Overall project finding of Section 106 effect is adverse effect. 
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Table 1: Summary of Preferred Alternative Long-Term (Operational) Effects 





Air Quality 





e Purple Line is a conforming project under the US Environmental Protection Agency’s Transportation 
Conformity Rule. 


e No violations of air quality standards are predicted. 





Noise and Vibration 





e Moderate noise impacts to a few properties 


e Existing interim trail with the Georgetown Branch right-of-way will be replaced by the permanent Capital 
Crescent Trail. Trail users will experience increased noise levels due to operation of the transitway. 


Vibration impacts to approximately three properties 





Section 4(f) Resources 





e Use portions of 13 properties protected by Section 4(f) 
e Deminimis use determination for 8 of 13 properties 


e Finding of no prudent and feasible alternative to the use of the three Section 4(f) properties where there 
will be a use and the use is not de minimis. 





Parks, Recreational Land, and Open Space 





e Road and intersection widening or transitway construction will require partial land acquisition from eight 
parks. 


e — Existing interim trail with the Georgetown Branch right-of-way will be replaced by the permanent Capital 
Crescent Trail. Trail users will experience visual impacts (due to loss of tree cover and presence of 
transitway) and increased noise levels (due to operation of the transitway). 


e Beneficial effect: Direct connections will be created between many parks and the Capital Crescent Trail. 
Access to Long Branch Local Park and Long Branch Stream Valley Park will be changed to right-in/right- 
out only. 


e The bridges carrying the Baltimore-W ashington Parkway over Riverdale Road will be replaced; the 
abutments will be moved, encroaching upon the park. 





Water Resources 





e Increased impervious surfaces, stormwater run-off, and non-point source water pollution 

e Minor wetland impacts primarily due to roadway widening and culvert extensions at stream crossings 

e Relocate a portion of Sligo Creek north of Wayne Avenue 

e Minor floodplain impacts primarily due to roadway widening and culvert extensions at stream crossings 





Indirect and Cumulative Impacts 





e Induced development in approximately 11 station areas due to new service and related local planning 
efforts 


e Cumulative project effect on the environment in the context of the aggregate of all other past, present 
and reasonably foreseeable actions is incremental and not substantial 





Hazardous Materials 








e Residual contaminants potentially exist along portions of the study area in the underlying soils. 


e Accidental petroleum releases from the equipment and materials stored at yard and maintenance 
facility could occur during operation of the Purple Line. 
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Table 1: Summary of Preferred Alternative Long-Term (Operational) Effects 





Habitat and Wildlife 





e Land acquisitions impact primarily the edges of forest habitat; impact on 194 specimen trees. 


e Forest impacts will affect forest interior dwelling species by slightly reducing the overall size of forest 
interior dwelling species habitat in the Project area. 


e Impact of roadway widening and culvert extensions at stream crossings on stream habitat, affecting fish 
and aquatic biota; not impacts to known threatened or endangered species 





Utilities and Energy Use 





e Relocation of some utilities in advance of or during construction 


e Overall reduction in total study area energy consumption by approximately 0.033 percent compared to 
the No Build Alternative is a beneficial effect 











Table 2 summarizes the short-term, construction-related effects to environmental and community 
resources that will result from the FEIS Preferred Alternative. Specific commitments and mitigation 
measures for the effects from the Preferred Alternative are in Attachment A of this ROD. 


Table 2: Summary of Preferred Alternative Short-Term (Construction) Effects 





Public Transportation 





e Some local bus service impacts including lane narrowing, lane closures, speed reductions, modifications 
to stops, and detours 





Roadways and Traffic 





e Some roadway closures, detours, and disruption of traffic during peak and non-peak times. 





Parking 





e Temporary loss of some parking spaces and loading zones 





Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities 





e Some temporary sidewalk and trail route detours 





Land Use 





Land use impacts from easements for staging areas and construction access, as well as temporary 
parking loss 





Neighborhood and Community Facilities 





e Possible impact on access between Chillum-Adelphi Fire Company and the portion of its service area 
south of University Boulevard 


e Possible modifications to access to community facilities, and construction-related noise, dust, and 
congestion may temporarily affect use of some community facilities 


e Some disruptions during project construction to University of Maryland, Rosemary Hills Elementary 
School, Sligo Creek Elementary School, and Silver Spring International Middle School 


e Some temporary relocation of school bus routes and stops 


e Some use of local community facilities by project construction workers 
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Table 2: Summary of Preferred Alternative Short-Term (Construction) Effects 





Property Acquisitions and Displacements 





e Temporary easements will be required for temporary property uses during construction. 





Economic Activity 





e Some temporary construction easements, lane or road closures, or other property restrictions could 
have negative impacts to some study area businesses 


e Some losses of parking and difficulty accessing businesses could deter customers and disrupt deliveries. 
e Some small businesses in particular could have difficulty withstanding the resulting loss of commerce. 


e New employment opportunities in the Project corridor, consisting mostly of short-term (construction) 
jobs 


e Some slight decreases in property tax revenue will result from displacements. 





Visual and Aesthetic Resources 





e Introduction of construction equipment, trucks, fencing, or walls surrounding proposed construction 
staging and laydown areas, as well as fugitive dust, will create a temporary aesthetic/ visual effect to 
neighborhoods surrounding or adjacent to where these activities will occur. 


e Some areas likely will be affected more substantially than others, including the construction staging 
areas and the locations of large project elements such as the aerial structures, the bridges across Rock 
Creek, the Plymouth Street tunnel, and demolition sites. 





Parks, Recreation Land, and Open Space 





e Parking and access will be temporarily affected at New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. 


e Baltimore-Washington Parkway visitors will experience a visual impact during construction of the new 
bridges. 


e Temporary Impacts to approximately ten parks, recreational lands, and open space resources. These 
impacts generally involve MTA obtaining an easement to occupy a portion of the property during 
construction to access the transitway work area, install temporary bridges (in the case of the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway), and install drainage pipes. 


Some trails will require temporary detours during construction to protect public safety. 





Built Historic Properties 





e Construction activities could cause vibration and noise effects to small areas of the project corridor at 
certain times. The duration of exposure to construction-related vibration and noise at any one property 
will be limited. 





Air Quality 





e Localized increase in the concentration of fugitive dust (including airborne particulate matter, PM 2.5 
and PM 10), as well as mobile source emissions both on and off the construction site from on- and off- 
road construction equipment and vehicles. 


e Disruption of traffic during construction (such as temporary reduction of roadway capacity and increased 
queue lengths) could result in short-term elevated concentrations of localized pollutants such as CO and 
PM. 





Energy 








e One-time, non-recoverable indirect energy expenditures of approximately 684,498 million Btu will result 
from construction of the Preferred Alternative. 
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Table 2: Summary of Preferred Alternative Short-Term (Construction) Effects 





Utilities 





e Impacts to existing utilities could include temporary service interruptions when an existing utility must 
be disconnected and a temporary or replacement service is installed. The duration of down time will 
depend on the utility type and complexity of construction. 





Section 4(f) Resources 





e Temporary impacts on portions of properties for work areas during construction. 





Noise and Vibration 





e Construction noise and vibration levels will vary depending on the type and duration of construction 
activity and the type and amount of equipment used. The location of sensitive receptors in relation to 
the construction activity and the duration of construction activities affect the potential for noise and 
vibration impacts. 


e Track-related construction will move continuously along the corridor; therefore, the duration of 
exposure to construction-related noise or vibration at any one property will be limited. 


e Some specialized construction work (tunneling, pile driving, and heavy equipment use) has the potential 
to create noise and vibration impacts. However, the impacts for these activities will be realized only for 
sensitive receptors in close proximity to these specific locations and not along the entire length of the 
transitway. 


e A potential exists for vibration-sensitive buildings to be impacted by non-track related types of 
construction such as the Purple Line station at the Silver Spring Transit Center, the Plymouth Street 
tunnel, and sections along the transitway where extensive bridge and retaining wall work will occur. 
However, the impact will be realized only for sensitive receptors in close proximity to these specific 
locations and not along the entire length of the transitway. 


e Construction of the Plymouth Street tunnel, which potentially will include blasting, is expected to be the 
longest sustained period of construction, and blasting typically will generate the most vibration. While 
overall excavation of the tunnel will last approximately 16 months, the anticipated duration of the 
blasting operations, if any, will be approximately four to six months depending on geological conditions. 


e Certain construction activities, such as pile driving for new structures and retaining walls, will occur at 
numerous locations along the corridor and have the potential to create more vibration than other 
activities. 


Trucking could occur seven days per week and 24 hours per day, but MTA will limit truck traffic to designated 
routes that contain a limited number of residential or sensitive structures and will result in the least 
disturbance to nearby residents. 





Habitat and Wildlife 








e Decline and/or mortality of trees not removed could occur due to significant critical root zone (CRZ) 
disturbance, tree limb damage, changes in soil moisture, and soil compaction as a result of grading 
operations and other construction related activities. 


e Some terrestrial wildlife may be temporarily displaced from their typical edge habitats. 


e Possible construction-related short-term impacts to aquatic biota and habitat include physical 
disturbances or alterations to habitat, accidental spills either directly into water resources or indirectly 
through surface runoff, and sediment releases that could affect aquatic life. Earth-moving activities will 
expose soils that, if left in an unstable condition, could enter waterways during storms. 
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Table 2: Summary of Preferred Alternative Short-Term (Construction) Effects 





Environmental Justice 





Potential short-term effects to EJ and non-E] neighborhoods include construction-generated dust, noise, 
vibration and vehicle emissions; changes in vehicular and pedestrian patterns and access; temporary loss 
or relocation of parking; interruptions in utility service; and other business disruptions, and visual 
impacts. FTA has determined that the Project will not result in disproportionately high and adverse 
effects on E] populations. 





Water Resources 





Approximately 101 linear feet of in-stream construction will occur within Rock Creek to deconstruct, 
remove, and replace the existing bridge and bridge pier. 


Approximately 370 linear feet of stream diversions will result within the larger perennial streams, such 
as Northwest Branch and Northeast Branch to replace in-stream piers to widen existing bridges. 


Reconstruction of a vegetated stormwater management basin east of the intersection of East West 
Highway and Veterans Parkway will affect approximately 0.26 acres of a palustrine emergent wetland 
and approximately 83 linear feet of an intermittent stream. 


Reconstruction of a vegetated stormwater management basin north of East West Highway and west of 
Baltimore Washington Parkway will affect approximately 0.09 acre of palustrine emergent wetland, 
approximately 0.13 acre of palustrine forested wetland and approximately 83 linear feet of an 
intermittent stream. 


To facilitate cleaning of existing culverts under Ellin Road and facilitate positive flow through the triple 
box culvert under the transitway south of Ellin Road, approximately 109 linear feet of an intermittent 
stream will be temporarily disturbed north of Ellin Road. 


Short-term effects to surface waters will include physical disturbances or alterations to the ground 
surface over which water flows, accidental spills of construction materials, and sediment releases into 
the surface water that could affect aquatic life. 


Short-term effects on designated scenic and wild streams will occur during construction when 
equipment is placed near stream banks or in-stream diversions are implemented during pier removal. 


Construction of the Plymouth Street tunnel will have a short-term impact to localized groundwater 
resources as de-watering activities will be required to maintain a dry work zone. 





Topography, Geology, and Soils 





Construction impacts will include excavation of slopes, resulting in short-term redirecting of runoff and small 


drainage patterns; soil erosion and instability; drilling and blasting of very thick boulder and rock 
substrate; dust hazards and vibrations from the excavation process. 





Hazardous Materials 








Construction-related effects also are expected during shallow utility excavation and surface construction 
dewatering. These activities will not encounter contamination similar to deep excavation activities since 
the soils will not be in direct contact with groundwater. However, near-surface construction potentially 
will encounter residual petroleum, metal, and solvent contamination, which are expected to occur 
within five feet of ground surface in some areas. 


Tunneling and deep excavation activities potentially will encounter contamination within the excavated 
soils or tunnel muck because of the presence of residual soil contamination and contaminated 
groundwater. 


Dewatering activities near contaminated zones may result in the collection and discharge of 
contaminated groundwater, consisting of petroleum hydrocarbons. 
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Section 6 of this ROD describes the determinations and findings regarding project compliance 
with other federal laws and agency requirements: air quality conformity under the Clean Air 
Act, Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, Section 4(f) of the US Department 
of Transportation Act, Executive Order 12898 on environmental justice, National Park Service 
acts, and Capper Cramton Act. Section 7 of this ROD summarizes FTA’s determinations and 
findings on issues frequently raised in comments on the FEIS, including the Capital Crescent 
Trail, land use and neighborhood impacts, property acquisitions and displacements, visual 
impacts, noise and vibration impacts, and natural resources effects. Responses to all comments 
on the FEIS are provided in the Responses to FEIS Comments (Attachment C) of this ROD. 


2.6 Measures to Avoid, Minimize, and Mitigate Effects 


Means to avoid, minimize, and mitigate effects from the Preferred Alternative were presented 
in the FEIS and have been updated, in response to comments on the FEIS, and are set forth in 
Attachment A of this ROD. FTA will require implementation of the list of commitments and 
mitigation measures listed in Attachment A as a condition of any grant for the Project; FTA 
will also require MTA to submit written reports on its progress in implementing the 
commitments and mitigation measures. FTA will monitor this progress through quarterly 
reviews of the Project’s progress. 


3. Public Outreach and Opportunities to Comment 


From the initiation of the project by the NOI, public involvement has been essential in the 
design and planning of the Purple Line. MTA has used a wide range of outreach techniques: 
meetings, focus groups, open houses, newsletters, a project website, e-mail blasts, brochures 
and fact sheets (both on the Project as a whole and on specific topics), a Facebook page, and 
tables at events such as community fairs and festivals. Using these techniques, MTA has 
coordinated with agency partners, local businesses, and residents since the Notice of Intent 
(NOD to initiate the NEPA process was published in the Federal Register on September 3, 
2003. 


As described in more detail in Section 6.4 below, MTA’s public outreach program during the 
NEPA process created meaningful opportunities for public engagement for all members of the 
community, including traditionally under-represented stakeholders such as environmental 
justice (EJ) populations. MTA also monitored its public outreach effectiveness and made 
additional efforts in communities when it was not achieving engagement to other project 
corridor locales. 


MTA held open houses periodically to present and discuss the Project. Altogether, there have 
been six rounds of open houses during which MTA collected comments and feedback from 
attendees. For each round, members of the public were invited by corridor-wide mailings and 
announcements on the website. To maximize attendance, MTA held four to five open houses in 
convenient locations in each round, and each of those open houses covered the whole project. 
The open houses have been well attended throughout the Project, with approximately 350 
participants at the first round of open houses, and ranging from 500 to 800 attendees over the 
five rounds of meetings held since then. 
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During the development and screening of alternatives, MTA created Community Focus 
Groups. Initially, the study corridor was divided into six geographic areas. Community and 
civic associations in each area were invited to designate a representative to the Community 
Focus Group for that area, with the intent that the alignment options through that area could be 
discussed and compared by local stakeholders. By asking for a representative from each 
community organization, MTA aimed for a group that was small enough to have a discussion 
around a table, rather than a formal presentation where people might be reluctant to voice 
opinions or concerns. It became apparent that two of the Community Focus Groups covered 
too large an area or included areas that were too dissimilar; they were each split intwo. As a 
result, there were a total of eight Community Focus Groups. Multiple rounds of Community 
Focus Group meetings occurred between 2005 and 2009. 


After the release of the AA/DEIS on October 17, 2008, the general public, and resource and 
regulatory agencies, were offered the opportunity to review and comment on the AA/DEIS 
during FTA public review process, pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act. This 
process included four public hearings held in the Project area and a 90-day public and 
governmental comment period from October 17, 2008 through January 14, 2009. Over 750 
people attended the Purple Line public hearings in November 2008. Four different hearings 
were held throughout the Purple Line corridor, and at each one an Open House allowed 
attendees to review project information, ask questions and provide comments. Over 3,300 
comments were received on the AA/DEIS in the form of written and oral testimony at the 
public hearings, as well as letters, faxes, and emails. Twelve separate petitions were submitted 
with thousands of names. Comments were provided by elected officials, community 
organizations, government and regulatory agencies, residents, special interest groups, and non- 
profit organizations. 


After the selection of the LPA in August 2009, MTA created a new format for community 
meetings. MTA created Neighborhood Work Groups for each of the 21 station areas and topics 
including the CSX corridor, Capital Crescent Trail, Wayne Avenue, Bonifant Street 
Businesses, University Boulevard, Kenilworth Avenue, and Ellin Road. 


Members of the public were invited through newsletters, the website, and sign-up sheets to sign 
up for the Neighborhood Work Groups. The meetings focused on detailed issues such as 
individual station design, station access, or streetscaping on a block-by-block basis. 


In spring 2010, the MTA launched a general community outreach effort. The public 
involvement staff set up information tables at over 25 community events (such as fairs, 
festivals, and farmers markets) and at various community centers (such as shopping centers), 
providing general project information, newsletters, fact sheets, brochures, and sign-up sheets 
for the mailing list. When requested, Spanish-speaking staff attended these meetings. 


Throughout the Project planning process, MTA has met with community and civic 
associations, business groups, residents, advocacy groups, property owners and others in the 
corridor. Topics ranged from general project overviews to detailed discussions of the then most 
current proposed design at specific locations. 


When FTA approved the Purple Line FEIS on August 28, 2013, the document was made 
available to the public and federal, state, and local agencies for review and comment 
(Distribution List in FEIS Appendix C). The formal Notice of Availability was published in the 
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Federal Register on September 6, 2013, initiating a public review and comment period that 
extended from September 6, 2013 through October 21, 2013. 


FTA received approximately 1,000 comments via the Project website, hard copy, or email 
during the 45-day public comment period. Comments came from elected officials, community 
organizations, government and regulatory agencies, residents, stakeholder groups, and non- 
profit organizations. The most frequent topics of comment included support for the Purple 
Line; opposition to the Purple Line; opposition to the use of the Georgetown Branch right-of- 
way; support for other alternatives, modes, and alignments; concerns about environmental 
impacts; construction; operations; cost and funding; and safety. 


Comments in support of the Project included a wide range of topics, most commonly the 
environmental benefits and improved accessibility in the region that will be provided by the 
Purple Line. Comments opposing the Project included a local jurisdiction and some members 
of the public. These comments primarily focused on the use of the Georgetown Branch right- 
of-way for the Project, loss of trees, the addition of a transitway adjacent to the trail (and 
behind residences), safety of trail users, noise and visual impacts, cost, adverse environmental 
impacts including development inducement, and lack of need. FTA and MTA received no 
comments related to the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 


Attachment C of this ROD provides a summary of the comments received on the FEIS, 
together with FTA and MTA responses. Responses to each comment letter from a federal, 
state, regional, county agency, or government are provided in a side-by-side format with the 
letter on one side of the page and the responses on the opposite side of the page. Responses to 
the public comments are organized by common themes and concerns; the responses are coded 
and cross-referenced to the actual comments by means of an index of commenter names and 
comment codes. This index references a table that, because of its size, is produced only in 
electronic format and is available on the Project website www.purplelinemd.com. The table 
identifies the commenter name or affiliation; the issues raised by each commenter, and 
associated comment codes. Each comment included in the table has been categorized based on 
the main point of the comment. The electronic format also includes each original comment 
correspondence received, along with a corresponding comment code for cross referencing to 
the summary table. 


MTA is committed to continue working with the federal, state and local agencies, elected 
officials, the counties, advocacy groups, and the public as the Purple Line project advances. 
Specific commitments regarding continued outreach and coordination are identified in 
Attachment A of this ROD. 


4. Updates to Information in the FEIS 


Since publication of the Purple Line FEIS, FTA and MTA have identified a number of minor 
items in the FEIS that warrant clarification or correction to promote reader understanding. In 
one case described below, action taken since the FEIS by the Montgomery County Council 
warrants re-affirmation of a statement made in the FEIS. In other cases, minor typographical 
errors are corrected by the Errata Sheet provided in Attachment G of this ROD. In all cases, 
FTA has determined that the nature of these items is minor and does not substantially change 
the determinations and decisions FTA has made in the FEIS or this ROD. 
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4.1 Montgomery County BRT Network 


On November 26, 2013, the Montgomery County Council voted to approve their Long-Range 
Transportation Plan, which includes a network of bus-only lanes to enable BRT service. 
Approval of the county’s plan is a first step toward planning the BRT project, but the BRT 
project remains an uncommitted project that is not in the MWCOG’s adopted financially 
Constrained Long-Range Transportation Plan. Uncommitted means the BRT project remains 
unfunded. Thus, the FEIS statement on page 2-19 remains true: “Because the Montgomery 
County BRT is still in development, and is not adopted or funded, it is not included in the No 
Build Alternative.” If the County’s BRT project were to be developed, it will interface with 
and complement rail service in the county, including the Purple Line, Metrorail and MARC. 


5. Design Refinements Since the August 2013 FEIS 


The environmental and socioeconomic impacts evaluated in the August 2013 Final FEIS for 
the project were based on conceptual engineering plans. MTA, in coordination with the FTA, 
refined the conceptual engineering plans of the Purple Line Preferred Alternative in response to 
comments and coordination to reduce environmental and socioeconomic impacts, and to 
respond to updated mapping and more detailed engineering. Some of the refinements were 
considered prior to the publication of the FEIS and were presented at the May 2013 Open 
Houses; however, they were not incorporated into the FEIS due to the need to coordinate with 
the public and agencies, and complete the environmental analysis. Other refinements were 
made by MTA, in coordination with the FTA, after the FEIS during meetings with agencies, 
property owners, and stakeholder groups in the project corridor and after consideration of 
public comments related to the FEIS. MTA performed more detailed engineering at specific 
locations and/or corridor wide to: 


¢ Refine the location and configuration of project elements, including elements of the Capital Crescent 


Trail, traction power substations, and signal bungalows; 
* Reduce project impacts to sensitive environmental resources; 
* Reduce project impacts to adjacent homes and businesses; 
* Reduce the Project-related right-of-way acquisition; 
¢ Respond to agency, stakeholder and public comments (see ROD Attachments C and E); 
¢ Improve station access and circulation; 
¢ Improve water quality by expanding some stormwater management facilities; 
¢ Address project-related changes to access and parking; 
¢ Improve traffic operations; 
* Respond to adjacent planned development; 
* Reflect more detailed drainage, stormwater management and utility design; and 
¢ Address updated survey data, right-of-way information, mapping and design criteria. 


Most of MTA’s design refinements are entirely within the FEIS Limits of Disturbance (LOD), 
without changing the LOD. For example, some refinements involved shifting a stairway 
location in a station area, which leaves the LOD unchanged. In some cases, the design 
refinements enabled MTA to reduce the LOD, thereby having fewer impacts on the natural and 
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built environment than presented in the FEIS. In a few instances, MTA’s design refinements 
resulted in a slightly expanded LOD. These refinements are incorporated into the description of 
the Preferred Alternative in the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation, Attachment D of the ROD, and 
shown on the 30 percent design drawings posted on the Project website (see December 2013 
drawings titled, “Preliminary Engineering, Purple Line Light Rail’). 


Attachment F of this ROD describes each refinement, the reason for each refinement, and the 
effect of each refinement. MTA’s design refinements are typical of projects that move from 
conceptual engineering into preliminary design. 


FTA’s and MTA’s cumulative assessment of the design refinements indicates an overall 
reduction in the number of parcels affected by the project. MTA has reduced the number of 
properties affected by the project from the over 700 described in the FEIS (both property 
acquisition and temporary easements) to approximately 615 properties. In addition, slight 
increases in LOD at specific locations are offset to some degree by reductions in the LOD in 
other areas as compared to the FEIS LOD. MTA’s refinements also provide greater benefits 
compared with the FEIS design, such as improvements to traffic and transit operations, trail 
experience, and water quality. 


FTA and MTA assessed each refinement individually, and then collectively to determine the 
anticipated change in effects, if any, to the natural and built environment. FTA has determined 
that these design refinements since the FEIS are typical of refinements made by a project 
sponsor as public and agency outreach continues and engineering design advances in response 
to that outreach during the NEPA process. In addition, FTA has determined in accordance with 
23 CFR 771.129 that the design refinements since the FEIS do not result in new significant 
impacts beyond those evaluated in the FEIS. Refinements that affect park and historic 
resources have been included in the Section 106 Programmatic Agreement (PA) and Final 
Section 4(f) Evaluation, as appropriate. Both the PA and Final Section 4(f) Evaluation are 
attached to the ROD. Therefore, no supplemental environmental documentation is warranted 
beyond inclusion of these design refinement findings in the Record of Decision. FTA and 
MTA will continue to address concerns related to the project’s design and will strive to reduce 
impacts as the project moves into final design. 


6. Determinations and Findings Regarding Other Laws 
6.1 Conformity with Air Quality Plans 


The Transportation Conformity Rule, which was promulgated by US Environmental Protection 
Agency (US EPA) under the Clean Air Act (CAA), provides criteria and procedures for 
determining conformity of transportation plans, programs and projects funded or approved 
under 49 USC §5323(c) and 49 USC §5309 to State Implementation Plans (SIPs). This project 
is located in Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties. The attainment status of this area 
(including both counties) is as follows: 


¢ Maintenance area for Carbon Monoxide (CO); 
* Nonattainment area for particulate matter 2.5 (PM>5) 
¢ Moderate nonattainment area for ozone. 


18 Purple Line Record of Decision 


March 2014 





Because of the Project area’s air quality status, a conformity determination is required for the 
Project. This determination requires the following findings: 


¢ The project must originate from a conforming transportation plan and program; 

¢ The project must not cause or exacerbate a violation of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) in any area; and 

¢ The project must not delay timely attainment of any standard or any required interim emission 
reduction or other milestones in any area. 


Transportation projects that originate from a conforming Transportation Improvement Plan 
(TIP) are considered to conform to the rule. The Purple Line project is listed as Project ID 
#2795 in the 2013-2018 TIP and as Project ID #1042 in the 2012 CLRP, both approved by the 
National Capital Region Transportation Planning Board on July 18, 2012. Inclusion of the 
Purple Line in the conforming TIP and CLRP designates the Purple Line as a conforming 
transportation project and precludes the need for a separate regional emissions analysis. 
Impacts to air quality from EPA-designated criteria pollutants were assessed for compliance 
with EPA Transportation Conformity Rule (40 CFR Part 93), consistent with the NAAQS. 


A microscale analysis is typically completed for fine particulate matter (PM> 5). However, the 
Purple Line meets the CAA and 40 CFR 93.116 requirements for PM, without a microscale 
analysis because its electric light rail vehicles will not increase the amount of diesel vehicles in 
the study area, which are primary contributors of PM25 emissions. In addition, a project-level 
analysis of PM>5 impacts was not required because LRT projects are not projects “of air quality 
concern” as defined in 40 CFR 93.123(b) (1) and US EPA’s 2006 Transportation Conformity 
Guidance for Qualitative Hot-spot Analyses in PM,5and PMjo Nonattainment and 
Maintenance Areas. 


MTA completed a microscale analysis for carbon monoxide (CO). This screening method is 
recommended by EPA as it examines the intersections with the highest volumes and worst 
levels of service (LOS) to represent a cross section of the “worst case” intersections. It is 
assumed that if these “worst case” intersections do not violate the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards (NAAQS), then all other intersections in the study area with lower volumes 
and a better LOS should also not violate the NAAQS. The microscale analysis determined that 
no long-term air quality impacts will result from the Preferred Alternative. The Preferred 
Alternative is predicted to decrease (compared to the No Build Alternative) regional pollutant 
burdens by approximately 0.1 to 0.2 percent. No violations of the NAAQS are anticipated, and 
the Project is not considered a project of air quality concern regarding fine particulate matter 
(PM, 5) emissions. These determinations have been confirmed through the interagency 
consultation process finalized in November 2012. Therefore, the project will comply with the 
conformity requirements established by the CAA. 


In addition, mobile source air toxic emissions will likely be lower than present levels in the 
design year as result of US EPA’s national control programs. More detailed discussion of air 
quality is provided in FEIS Chapter 4.10. 
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6.2 Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 


The effects of the Preferred Alternative on historic and archaeological resources were assessed 
in accordance with the regulations (36 CFR Part 800) implementing Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. Though MTA coordinated with the Maryland State 
Historic Preservation Officer (MD SHPO) during the AA/DEIS, FTA initiated formal Section 
106 consultation on October 27, 2011. The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation declined 
participation in the Section 106 process for the Project on August 14, 2013. 


The area of potential effects (APE) for the Project was determined by FTA in consultation with 
the MD SHPO. MTA evaluated 278 architectural resources in the APE. Twelve properties 
were previously recorded and are either eligible for, or are listed in, the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP). An additional eleven properties identified through MTA’s research 
bring the total number of historic properties eligible for or listed in the NRHP within the APE 
to 23. 


In accordance with Section 106, and as presented in FEIS Chapter 4.7.3, the FTA has 
determined that the Preferred Alternative will have the following effects on historic properties: 


* No Effect or No Adverse Effect on 20 historic properties; and 
¢ Adverse Effect on three historic properties: 

o Falkland Apartments 

o Talbot Avenue Bridge 

o Metropolitan Branch B&O Railroad 


Therefore, FTA has made an overall finding of adverse effect on historic properties for the 
Preferred Alternative. In a letter dated November 6 2013, the MD SHPO concurred with FTA’s 
Section 106 findings of adverse effect for Falkland Apartments, Talbot Avenue Bridge, and 
Metropolitan Branch B&O Railroad. The MD SHPO also concurred with FTA’s findings of no 
effect and no adverse effect for the remaining historic properties in the APE (Attachment E). 


The Programmatic Agreement (PA) (Attachment B), was executed by the FTA, NPS, MTA, 
and MD SHPO on March 14, 2014 in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (as amended). The PA stipulates processes FTA, NPS, MTA and the 
appropriate Section 106 consulting parties will undertake as the Project advances regarding 
historic properties. 


In addition, the PA includes requirements MTA will follow to avoid adverse effects to the 
Columbia Country Club; Sligo Creek Parkway, University of Maryland, College Park; 
Rossborough Inn; and Baltimore-Washington Parkway through the use of sensitive design and 
positive protection measures. Among the requirements are guiding principles of design, 
procedures for signatory and consulting party review of designs, specific design and 
consultation requirements regarding the University of Maryland, College Park, Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway, and Area K Domestic Site. 


Finally, the PA includes stipulations for identifying, evaluating, and treating unforeseen effects 
on historic properties due to changes made during design development, alignment 
modifications, or as a result of associated ancillary activities including, but not limited to, 
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construction staging areas, stormwater management facilities, wetland mitigation areas, 
reforestation areas, environmental stewardship activities or other actions. The Section 106 PA 
outlines the work efforts to be undertaken if previously unknown archeological resources are 
discovered during project implementation. 


The PA provided in Attachment D of this ROD is a refinement of the draft PA that was 
included in the FEIS. Refinements to the PA since the FEIS are the result of FTA and MTA 
coordination with the Section 106 consulting parties since the FEIS regarding Project effects 
on historic properties, as well as Project minimization and mitigation commitments related to 
the affected historic properties. 


6.3 Section 4(f) 


Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transportation Act of 1966, 49 USC §303(c) is a federal 
law that protects publicly owned parks, recreation areas, wildlife and/or waterfowl refuges, as 
well as significant historic sites, whether publicly or privately owned. Section 4(f) 
requirements apply to all transportation projects that require funding or other approvals by the 
USDOT. As a USDOT agency, FTA must comply with Section 4(f). FTA’s Section 4(f) 
regulations are at 23 CFR Part 774. 


FTA cannot approve a transportation project that uses a Section 4(f) property, as defined in 23 
CFR 774.17, unless FTA determines that: 


¢ There is no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative, as defined in 23 CFR 774.17, to 
the use of land from the Section 4(f) property, and the action includes all possible 
planning, as defined in 23 CFR 774.14, to minimize harm to the property resulting 
from such use (23 CFR 774.3(a)); or 


¢ The use of the Section 4(f) property, including any measure(s) to minimize harm (such 
as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or enhancement measures) committed to 
by the applicant will have a de minimis use, as defined in 23 CFR 774.17, on the 
property (23 CFR 774.3(b)). 


As stated in the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation in Attachment D of this ROD, the Preferred 
Alternative will result in: 


¢ Temporary occupancy (not a use) of three park and recreation properties, one of which is also an 
historic property; 

* de minimis impacts to eight park and recreation properties and historic sites; and 

¢ Permanent use, not de minimis, of two park and recreation properties and three historic sites 


A Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation was prepared, and was included in the FEIS, which was made 
available to the U.S. Department of the Interior for the required 45-day review period, which 
occurred concurrently with the review period for the FEIS. No comments were received from 
the U.S. Department of the Interior within 15 days after the close of the 45-day comment 
period. In accordance with 23 CFR 774.5(a), FTA assumes a lack of objection from the U.S. 
Department of the Interior. 


FTA obtained concurrence from the officials with jurisdiction regarding its determinations of 
de minimis impact and temporary occupancy exception. FTA received written concurrence 
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from the Maryland — National Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC) 
Montgomery County Department of Parks (dated October 17, 2013 and January 3, 2014), M- 
NCPPC Prince George’s County (dated January 24, 2014), and the National Park Service, 
National Capital Parks — East (dated March 18, 2014). The signed concurrence letters are 
provided in Attachment E of this ROD. The MD SHPO signed the Section 106 Programmatic 
Agreement stating no adverse effect to properties for which FTA made a de minimis impact 
determination; therefore the MD SHPO provided concurrence as set forth in the Section 4(f) 
regulations. 


Having considered comments on the Section 4(f) evaluations presented in the FEIS and having 
consulted with the US Department of the Interior, FTA has concluded that: a) there are no 
feasible and prudent alternatives to the use of land from the Talbot Avenue Bridge, 
Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad, and the Falkland Apartments; and b) the Project includes 
all possible planning and measures to minimize harm to that Section 4(f) resource resulting 
from such use. The Final Section 4(f) Evaluation is included in Attachment D of this ROD. The 
measures to minimize harm to Section 4(f) resources are included in the list of mitigation 
measures in Attachment A and in the PA (for historic properties) in Attachment B. 


6.4 Environmental Justice 


FTA and MTA assessed the potential for Purple Line effects on minority and low-income 
communities (known as EJ populations) as required by Executive Order (EO) 12898, Federal 
Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income 
Populations. Using the Council on Environmental Quality’s Environmental Justice Guidance 
under the National Environmental Policy Act (CEQ 1997) and the USDOT’s procedures 
provided in their Updated Final Order on Environmental Justice, 5610.2(a) (USDOT May 
2012), and FTA Circular 4703.1, the majority of the Project corridor is comprised of minority 
and/or low-income populations. FEIS Chapter 4.19 provides more detail regarding the 
environmental justice analysis. 


MTA implemented a public outreach strategy that created meaningful opportunities for public 
engagement for all members of the community, including members of the EJ population. MTA 
also monitored its public outreach effectiveness in EJ communities and made additional efforts 
in EJ communities when it was not achieving comparable engagement of EJ populations. 
Expanded participation of low income and minority populations in the Purple Line decision- 
making process has been advanced through: 


e Expanded outreach to environmental justice communities to encourage attendance at, 
and participation in project meetings and open houses. 


e Translation of outreach materials into Spanish 


e Flyers hand delivered to homes in EJ neighborhoods for community meetings with low 
attendance. 


e Direct mailing inviting residents in EJ neighborhoods to Community Focus Groups 
where neighborhoods were not being sufficiently represented (Community Focus 
groups were typically composed of representatives of community associations, but 
where there was low participation, MTA reached out to invite local residents directly). 
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e Invitations to Community Focus Groups sent to leaders of local houses of worship in 
EJ neighborhoods. 


e Meetings with city and county agency staff, local elected officials, and community 
leaders to identify leaders of local communities, particularly those traditionally under- 
represented in the civic process. The groups identified included Action Langley Park, 
Impact Silver Spring, Puente Inc., and CASA de Maryland. 


e Other community representatives identified and invited to participate in the 
Community Focus Group meetings were: 


o Prince George’s County Latino Affairs Liaison 
o Montgomery County Department of Housing & Community Affairs 
o Montgomery County Business Development Specialist 


MTA’s engagement with affected communities enabled MTA to reduce project impacts or 
make other improvements to address community concerns. At Lyttonsville, for example, MTA 
refined the configuration of the proposed yard to address community concerns regarding 
visual, noise and light effects of the yard, and the number of business displacements that will 
occur through a series of Neighborhood Work Group meetings, a field tour with community 
representatives, targeted meetings with business owners, and meetings regarding the county’s 
proposed Sector Plan for the Lyttonsville area. As refined, stormwater facilities, storage tracks 
and the parking deck are “stacked” to reduce the amount of land impacted and to minimize 
visual, noise and light effects. Storage activities are located away from residential areas. Land 
fronting Brookville Road east of Lyttonsville Place is preserved for future redevelopment, a 
condition strongly favored by the community. 


Another example of MTA’s proactive public outreach involved residents in a Riverdale Road 
EJ community. Community concerns regarding the impacts of the median-running Locally 
Preferred Alternative, included acquisition of front yards and prohibition of left turns into and 
out of residential driveways on Riverdale Road. MTA coordinated with the county and 
community by means of community and public meetings. Meeting notification included 
invitations in English and Spanish to the residents and owners of property on Riverdale Road 
and the Eastpines neighborhood behind the homes on Riverdale Road, reminder phone calls, 
door-to-door in person notifications, and invitations to county departments and elected 
officials. Spanish language translation was provided at the meetings, which emphasized two- 
way dialogue. As a result of this outreach, the community strongly supported the idea to shift 
the Purple Line alignment to the south side of Riverdale Road, displacing the residents. 
Residents stated they would rather be displaced than lose portions of their front yards and have 
reduced access entering and exiting their properties by car. 


As discussed in FEIS Chapter 4.19, communities including EJ populations within the Project 
corridor will experience some adverse effects from the Preferred Alternative during 
construction and operations. For example, during construction, the Project has the potential to 
temporarily cause dust, noise, vibration and vehicle emissions; changes in vehicular and 
pedestrian patterns and access; temporary loss or relocation of parking, interruptions in utility 
service; and visual impacts. The Project will require some permanent business property 
acquisitions, including business relocations; partial, permanent residential property 
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acquisitions; residential displacements; and permanent parking impacts. The Project may result 
in increased rents in the corridor. 


MTA will also develop and implement the commitments and mitigation measures regarding EJ 
communities described in Attachment A of this ROD. For example, prior to construction, MTA 
will develop and implement a Business Impact Minimization Plan and a communication 
program. These tools will be used to alert citizens to upcoming activities and to inform and 
promote access to businesses during construction. MTA will continue to work with specific 
communities and business areas to address these adverse impacts and develop this plan and 
program as design advances. 


MTA is working with Montgomery and Prince George’s counties to create opportunities for 
project-related local economic benefits including workforce development programs. MTA has 
partnered with the Maryland Department of Labor, Licensing and Regulation in the creation of 
a workforce development plan to identify training and certification needs in the local labor pool 
for the Purple Line, and to help create a local workforce ready and equipped to build and 
operate the Purple Line. 


While all populations within the Project’s service area will realize the transportation benefits of 
the Project to the same extent, they will accrue to a higher degree to minority and low-income 
populations. Having a station in one’s neighborhood provides access and mobility 
improvements; and 18 of the 21 proposed Purple Line stations are in EJ areas. Ridership 
analysis of the Preferred Alternative indicates that the largest percentage increase in transit 
ridership will come from EJ areas. The Purple Line will benefit low-income and minority 
populations throughout the Project corridor, including transit-dependent residents of those 
areas. Some of the EJ areas that will experience the effects listed above, such as neighborhoods 
in Lyttonsville, Long Branch, Langley Park and Riverdale Park, will be among the principal 
beneficiaries of the Project; the Preferred Alternative will greatly improve access to residences 
and businesses along University Boulevard and Kenilworth Avenue, helping to promote 
economic growth. The Preferred Alternative will provide a much-needed improvement in 
transit service in Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, creating much faster and more 
direct transit access between residential neighborhoods in EJ areas to employment and 
commercial centers. 


Based on the analysis in the FEIS and public comments, and as stated in FEIS Chapter 4.19.6, 
FTA has concluded that the Preferred Alternative as a whole will not have disproportionately 
high and adverse effects on EJ populations. The project complies with Executive Order 12898, 
“Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income 
Populations,” as implemented through the US Department of Transportation Order (US DOT 
Order) 5610.2(a) to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income 
Populations. 


6.5 National Park Service 


The portion of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway in the Project area is owned by the US 
Government and managed by the NPS under the provisions of the NPS Organic Act of 1916 
(16 USC 81) and the NPS General Authorities Act of 1970 (16 USC §1a-1), including 
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amendments to the latter law enacted in 1978. The laws give the NPS the management 
authority to protect the resources and values of the parks it operates. The management policies 
of these laws also prescribe a standard by which the NPS determines whether an effect on a 
property it manages impairs park resources and values. 


In preparing to make that decision regarding the Purple Line project, NPS participated in the 
NEPA process with FTA and MTA as a cooperating agency. Since 2012, NPS-National Capital 
Parks-East met monthly with MTA to discuss the Preferred Alternative and the potential 
impacts it will have on the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. In addition to discussing antici- 
pated impacts, FTA, MTA and NPS worked together to develop the minimization and 
mitigation measures described in the FEIS and this ROD. FTA and MTA coordination with the 
NPS will continue following the ROD. As a federal agency, NPS has its own obligation to 
comply with NEPA before approving the Project’s use of land from the Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway. The NPS has indicated that it intends to adopt FTA’s FEIS and issue its own Record 
of Decision to satisfy its NEPA obligations. 


6.6 Capper-Cramton Act 


The U.S. Capper-Cramton Act of May 29, 1930 (46 Stat. 482) requires the NCPC to formally 
review all proposed physical changes to lands that were acquired by federal funding 
appropriated through the Act. The Act provides that “The development and administration 
thereof [lands acquired with funding under the Act] shall be under the Maryland National 
Capital Park and Planning Commission and in accordance with plans approved by the National 
Capital Park and Planning Commission.” As such, the NCPC review evaluates all proposed 
projects for compliance with each approved park General Development Plan and regional 
federal planning policies from the Comprehensive Plan of the National Capital: Federal 
Elements. The federal review process under NCPC is in addition to review by the M-NCPPC, 
which has administrative jurisdiction over the parklands. 


Portions of the following Capper-Cramton parks are located within the Purple Line study area: 
Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, Northwest Branch Stream 
Valley Park, Paint Branch Stream Valley Park, and Anacostia River Stream Valley Park. 
However, preliminary engineering plans (from August, 2013) show project impacts to only 
Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park, and Anacostia River 
Stream Valley Park. Planned improvements within the remaining parks - Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park and Paint Branch Stream Valley Park - are fully contained within County and State 
rights-of-way and not subject to NCPC’s review authority. 


During previous Project planning and design phases, FTA and MTA have coordinated all 
potential improvements with the NCPC and M-NCPPC as part of a comprehensive and 
continuing development process. As a result, the Purple Line at the current level of design 
minimizes potential impacts to affected Capper-Cramton parks to the extent reasonably 
feasible. All project impacts and mitigation measures are documented within the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation in Attachment D of this 
ROD and de minimis use/temporary occupancy exception concurrence letters (Attachment E). 
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As Purple Line plans are refined and finalized, MTA will invite NCPC to participate in the 
development of the Environmental Compliance Plan for the affected Capper-Cramton stream 
valley parks (Sligo Creek, Northwest Branch, and Anacostia River) to ensure that the project 
continues to comply with federal planning requirements. MTA’s Environmental Compliance 
Plan, at a minimum, will address potential impacts to water quality, vegetation, stormwater 
management, user experience, and views within each park. MTA will submit all relevant 
Environmental Compliance Plan sections with the Project’s preliminary and final plans for 
review per NCPC’s submission requirements and project guidelines. 


7. Determinations and Findings Regarding Issues Frequently 


Raised in Comments on the FEIS 


Public comments on the AA/DEIS and FEIS covered a wide range of issues. However, special 
issues that were a particular focus of public comment included the Capital Crescent Trail, land 
use and neighborhoods, property acquisitions and displacements, visual effects, noise and 
vibration effects, and natural resources effects. A summary of FTA’s determinations and 
findings for each of these special issues is provided within this section. 


7.1 Capital Crescent Trail 


As described in FEIS Chapter 2.3.2, the Purple Line Preferred Alternative will be on the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way from Bethesda to the point where the transitway transitions 
to the CSX right-of-way east of Lyttonsville. MTA will plan, design and construct the 
permanent Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring, including the portion of 
the permanent trail within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The permanent trail will 
replace the existing interim trail in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way (referred to in the 
FEIS as the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail). 


Comments and one petition regarding the Capital Crescent Trail were received during the 
AA/DEIS and FEIS comment periods. Many support the completion of trail into Silver Spring; 
and many do not support the Purple Line in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. FTA and 
MTA responses to the comments are provided in FEIS Appendix A, and Attachment C of this 
ROD. 


MTA and FTA have consistently acknowledged that the permanent Capital Crescent Trail will 
be different from the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail that exists today. The existing trees 
and vegetation in the right-of-way will need to be removed. New landscaping with native 
species will be planted, but it will not be similar to what exists today. These impacts to the 
existing interim trail are set out in FEIS Chapter 4.9.3. 


The consideration of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way in this study took place against the 
backdrop of more than two decades of planning by the County regarding the future use of that 
corridor. Until the mid-1980s, the right-of-way remained in use for an active freight railroad. In 
1988, after freight rail use was discontinued, the County purchased the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way for potential use as a transportation facility, for a transitway and trail. In January 
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1990, the Montgomery County Council approved the Georgetown Branch Master Plan 
Amendment, which officially designated the right-of-way for a combined transitway and trail. 


As described in FEIS Table 6-4 and the Responses to Comments in Attachment C of this ROD, 
the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail - that is, the temporary trail that currently exists within 
the Georgetown Branch right-of-way - is not a Section 4(f) resource. Montgomery County 
Council adopted a resolution on August 1, 1995 authorizing the establishment of an interim 
hiker/biker trail in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The resolution stated that “the section 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring remains designated as a transportation corridor in which 
an interim trail is permitted until the master planned transit and trail facility is approved and 
funded consistent with the master plan.” FTA determined that the unpaved hiker/biker trail in 
the Georgetown Branch right-of-way is not a Section 4(f) resource because it was constructed 
as a temporary facility with an explicit understanding that the right-of-way was reserved for a 
transportation purpose. The determination is consistent with 23 CFR 774.11(h), which provides 
that Section 4(f) does not apply when a property that has been formally reserved for a future 
transportation facility temporarily functions for park or recreation purposes. This 
determination also is consistent with 23 CFR 774.114), which provides that Section 4(f) does 
not apply when a park or recreational area and a transportation facility are jointly planned. 


FTA and MTA selected the Georgetown Branch alignment only after evaluating a variety of 
alignments for a transitway connecting Bethesda to Silver Spring. For the reasons documented 
in FEIS Chapter 2, FTA and MTA have determined that an alignment along the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way remains the most desirable route for providing fast, efficient, and reliable 
transit, and also have determined that the adjacent Capital Crescent Trail can be safe and 
attractive. 


Therefore, the Preferred Alternative includes a transitway and the paved Capital Crescent Trail 
in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The permanent Capital Crescent Trail will be 
constructed within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way for a distance of 3.3 miles between 
Bethesda and the CSX Metropolitan Branch. It will then continue beyond the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way to Silver Spring where it will connect to the Metropolitan Branch Trail. 


FTA and MTA consider completion of the Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring to be an integral part of the Purple Line project. In developing the design for the trail, 
MTA have worked closely with trail designers, adjacent communities, Maryland-National 
Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC), and the Montgomery County government 
(which will own and maintain the trail). 


7.2 Land Use and Neighborhood Impacts 


During the AA/DEIS and FEIS comment periods, FTA and MTA received comments 
concerning the FEIS analysis as well as land use and neighborhood effects of the Project: 
demographic and planning data sources, change in neighborhood character, proposed zoning 
and development, and crime. FTA and MTA responses to the comments are provided in 
AA/DEIS Appendix A and Attachment C of this ROD. 


Throughout the Purple Line planning and design process, MTA has used context sensitive 
design practices to avoid and minimize land use and neighborhood impacts in the corridor. 
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Specifically, MTA has coordinated with affected communities during design development to 
understand concerns about the Project and to refine the design to avoid and minimize impacts 
in a reasonable manner. The Purple Line is designed to serve the communities in the corridor 
and to fit into a developed environment with minimal impacts. In much of the corridor the 
Purple Line will operate in or adjacent to existing roadways and transportation corridors to 
minimize the impacts to both the built and the natural environment. In several areas, such as on 
Ellin Road and Wayne Avenue, the Purple Line will operate in shared lanes further reducing 
the impact to local communities. MTA’s mitigation commitments regarding land use and 
neighborhoods are in Attachment A of this ROD. 


The Purple Line will support proposed development in the Project corridor, as planned by local 
jurisdictions. One of the benefits of the Purple Line is to fulfill State and County land use 
plans for higher density in developed areas, particularly inside the Capital Beltway. The Purple 
Line corridor comprises a variety of urban and suburban land uses, including residential, 
commercial, recreational, institutional, and industrial. Clusters of higher density mixed-use 
development characterize the five major activity centers of Bethesda, Silver Spring, 
Takoma/Langley Park, College Park, and New Carrollton. Current zoning concentrates urban 
growth around activity centers to support transit-oriented development and surrounding low- to 
medium-density residential uses. Transit-oriented development opportunities exist in activity 
centers that Prince George's and Montgomery Counties have identified for transportation 
improvements, growth and redevelopment opportunities, as well as in areas that could benefit 
from more efficient transit. Both Montgomery County and Prince George’s County have plans 
or studies approved or under development to promote transit-oriented development around the 
appropriate Purple Line stations. In conjunction with each plan’s recommendations, the Purple 
Line will provide the opportunity to increase mobility, provide access to jobs, and improve the 
quality of life in the area. More detailed discussion of land use and neighborhood effects is 
provided in FEIS Chapters 4.2 and 4.3. 


Ultimately, all development decisions (including land use and zoning) around the Purple Line 
or at station areas will be determined by the local jurisdictions. Montgomery and Prince 
George’s counties have exemplary public involvement in their land use planning and in the 
responsible management of land use. 


7.3 Property Acquisitions and Displacements 


FTA and MTA received comments concerning Project-related property acquisitions and 
displacements during the AA/DEIS and FEIS comment periods: residential and business 
displacements, easement locations, acquisition cost, and schedule of acquisitions. FTA and 
MTA responses to the comments are provided in AA/DEIS Appendix A and Attachment C of 
this ROD. 


In building a transitway in a developed corridor it is challenging to avoid property acquisitions 
and displacements. MTA has worked diligently to develop the Preferred Alternative to 
minimize impacts to private property; however, some displacements will be necessary, as 
shown in Table 4-8 of FEIS Chapter 4.4. MTA has coordinated, and will continue to 
coordinate, with affected property owners and tenants to develop means to avoid or minimize 
property acquisitions and displacements. For example, MTA, in coordination with the 


28 Purple Line Record of Decision 


March 2014 





Maryland State Highway Administration (MD SHA), reduced the number of displacements 
along University Boulevard from 9 to 3 by reducing the future 6-lane section of the roadway to 
a 4-lane section (FEIS Chapter 2.2.2). In another example, MTA reduced the number of 
business displacements by reconfiguring the Lyttonsville Yard (FEIS Chapter 2.2.2) and 
moved the traction powered substation on Montgomery Avenue (Attachment F of this ROD). 
Since the publication of the FEIS, more detailed design has allowed MTA to reduce the 
number of properties affected by the Project from the over 700 described in the FEIS (both 
property acquisition and temporary easements) to approximately 615 properties. Affected 
owners will be justly compensated as required by law, including relocation benefits where 
eligible. As discussed in FEIS Chapter 4.4, MTA will provide relocation assistance and 
compensation for displaced residents and businesses as required by the Uniform Act, Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA) Circular 5010.1D, Grants Management Requirements, MTA’s 
Relocation Assistance Program, and the Real Property Annotated Code of Maryland. 


The property acquisition process can be lengthy, particularly if it is a full acquisition that 
includes relocation of the existing property user. The scheduling of property acquisition will 
depend, in part, on the construction schedule for the Project; however, MTA appreciates that 
property owners or tenants may wish to remain on the properties as long as possible, and MTA 
will endeavor to accommodate property owners and tenants where feasible. 


7.4 Economic Effects 


As stated in FETS Chapter 4.5-Economic Activity, the Purple Line will have both short-term 
and long-term economic benefits. It will result in increases in employment, earnings, and 
output in the region. Future development will create more jobs for local residents and improve 
mobility and accessibility for commuters. Purple Line will complement and support the many 
state, regional, and local land use plans that have proposed transit-oriented development 
focused around the Purple Line stations. In many cases, state initiatives and local land use 
planning and zoning actions undertaken in parallel with the development of the Purple Line 
anticipate the benefits of the Purple Line by facilitating mixed-use redevelopment around the 
stations, often at higher densities. It is important to understand that actual station-area 
development may not occur at the densities proposed by current plans. In addition to the 
possibility that the plans may be revised, future development may be limited by various factors 
including market conditions, developer preferences, environmental permitting issues, and 
infrastructure availability. Potential indirect effects of land use and development could include 
localized increased business expenses (e.g., rents) from increased property values, business 
migration and displacement, changes in the availability and affordability of housing stock, and 
changes in neighborhood character in the indirect effects study area. MTA has worked during 
the planning and design stages to avoid or minimize impacts to resources. MTA is continuing 
these efforts by integrating public involvement with design development. 


7.5 Visual Impacts 


During the AA/DEIS and FEIS comment periods, FTA and MTA received comments 
concerning visual effects of the Project due to the poles, wires, lighting, station design, 
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retaining walls, landscaping, tree and vegetation removal, and overall aesthetics in the context 
of the communities. FTA and MTA responses to the comments are provided in AA/DEIS 
Appendix A and Attachment C of this ROD. 


FTA and MTA acknowledged in FEIS Chapter 4.9 that the Purple Line will result in a change 
in visual character; poles, wires and other structures will generally be visible. In designing the 
Preferred Alternative, MTA has made efforts to respect the visual quality and integrity of the 
neighborhoods in which the Project will be built, using context sensitive design techniques. 
Through its public involvement and stakeholder coordination program, MTA has met with 
communities and stakeholders to understand community concerns and visions. 


Project elements, such as the station shelters, were developed with input from local 
stakeholders and designed to be understated and fit into the surrounding community. The 
location, setting and design of each traction power substation has been analyzed, public input 
considered, and where reasonable and appropriate, MTA will provide landscaping and other 
screening design features and architectural treatments. 


Efforts have been made to reduce the visual effect through the design of the system using 
center poles where possible to reduce the number of poles, such as along the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way, or side poles where they will better blend with the backdrop of adjacent 
buildings such as through the University of Maryland campus. MTA will continue to use 
context-sensitive design principles to identify the material and color of poles. There may be 
limited opportunities in some locations for the joint use of poles by the Purple Line wires and 
local streetlights or signage. 


MTA will use the Art-In-Transit program to enhance key elements of the Project, as 
appropriate. MTA has commissioned architect and sculptor Jo Schneider to lead the Art-In- 
Transit Program for the Purple Line. The Art-In-Transit Program will incorporate art into the 
design of the stations and other built elements of the Project such as retaining walls and 
bridges. This will be achieved by turning standard light rail elements — walls, fencing, 


lighting, etc. — into works of art. The mission is to incorporate artwork to make the Purple Line 


distinct in its design and artistic impact, encourage civic pride, and to be a positive symbol for 
the neighborhoods, city, and area. Working with the counties, MTA will identify an Artist 
Selection Committee which will include community members and arts professionals. 


MTA is committed to other mitigation measures to offset visual effects including continued 


coordination with the counties and local community regarding the visual and aesthetic elements 


of the Project, including the Capital Crescent Trail, transitway, stations, bridge structures, and 
traction power substations. During construction, MTA will require the construction contractor 
to use best management practices to maintain an orderly appearance of active work zones and 
staging areas. Mitigation commitments are listed in Attachment A of this ROD. 


7.6 Noise and Vibration Impacts 


During the AA/DEIS and FEIS comment periods, FTA and MTA received comments 
concerning the FEIS noise analysis as well as noise and vibration effects of the Project in the 


context of the communities: Project construction, LRT operations, use of bells or horns, station 
public address systems, and location-specific concerns, as well as the effects of noise on public 
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health. FTA and MTA responses to the comments are provided in AA/DEIS Appendix A and 
Attachment C of this ROD. 


MTA conducted a noise and vibration impact assessments for the Project in accordance with 
NEPA and FTA assessment guidelines and procedures. Primary sources of Project noise are the 
interaction of the vehicle wheels with the track including wheel squeal on curves, horns or 
bells, public address systems at stations, and the transformer hum at traction power substations. 
A primary source of vibration is the interaction of the vehicle wheels with the track. 


The results of the noise assessments indicate that the Preferred Alternative will cause noise and 
vibration impacts in some locations identified in FEIS Chapter 4.11.3. MTA acknowledges that 
users of the Capital Crescent Trail will experience increased noise levels. For further detail see 
Attachment C: FEIS Comments and Responses. Using the results of the noise and vibration 
assessments, MTA refined the Project design to reduce the effects of noise and vibration. For 
example, LRT vehicles will include vehicle skirt panels which will cover the wheels and 
reduce wheel noise. As another example, MTA has added a combination of noise walls and 
retaining walls between Bethesda and Rock Creek Stream Valley Park to reduce wheel-track 
generated noise. MTA will design and implement the commitments and mitigation measures 
regarding noise and vibration described in Attachment A of this ROD. 


7.7 Natural Resources 


During the AA/DEIS and FEIS comment periods, FTA and MTA received comments 
concerning natural resources effects of the Project: tree removal, wildlife and habitat effects, 
protected species, water quality, waterways, wetlands, and stormwater management. FTA and 
MTA responses to the comments are provided in AA/DEIS Appendix A and Attachment C of 
this ROD. 


The Purple Line is being planned and designed by MTA in accordance with all applicable 
local, state, and federal laws and regulations. These regulations, including the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), set out specific criteria for environmental and social 
impacts and how they are to be avoided, minimized and/or mitigated. FTA and MTA have 
worked with resource agencies, stakeholders, and local communities to refine the design of the 
Purple Line in a manner that avoids or minimize effects on natural resources. 


For example, FTA and MTA have consulted with the US Fish and Wildlife Service and 
Maryland Department of Natural Resources under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act to 
determine the presence of state or federally protected species within the project corridor. In 
particular, FTA and MTA inquired about the potential Project effect on federally-listed species 
such as the Hay’s Spring Amphipod and the candidate species, the Kenk’s Amphipod. Through 
Section 7 coordination, the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) has determined that the 
Project will have no impact on protected species. See USFWS letter in Attachment E of this 
ROD. 
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In another example, MTA coordinated with the Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
regarding tree impacts and is updating its Forest Stand Delineation to reflect the current, 
refined, LOD in accordance with the implementing regulations of the Forest Conservation Act. 


Despite these design and agency coordination efforts, the transportation, economic, and 
community benefits of the Project will come with some unavoidable adverse effects. FEIS 
Chapters 4.13 through 4.15 and the associated technical reports provide more detail regarding 
Project effects on natural resources. MTA is committed to additional coordination with 
regulatory agencies as the Project design advances, MTA compliance with applicable Federal 
and state environmental regulations, and implementation of the commitments and mitigation 
measures described in Attachment A of this ROD. 





4 
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Attachment A 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 


This attachment to the Purple Line ROD describes the Commitments and Mitigation Measures that 
will be undertaken by MTA and FTA for the project. The commitments and mitigation measures 
identified for the project in the FEIS, ROD and PA must be implemented by FTA and MTA if the 
project proceeds with FTA financial assistance. These mitigation measures are now incorporated into 
the definition of the project. MTA is prohibited from withdrawing or substantially changing any of 
the mitigation commitments identified in the FEIS, ROD and PA for the project without written 
approval by FTA. In addition, any changes to the project that are inconsistent with this ROD must be 
evaluated in accordance with 23 CFR Sections 771.129 and 771.130, and if required therein, they must 
be approved by FTA in writing before the MTA can proceed with the change. 


Upon FTA’s signing of the ROD, FTA will require that MTA establish a mitigation monitoring 
program to monitor and track the commitments and mitigation measures. The commitment and 
mitigation measures will be communicated to the team(s) working on design, construction, and 
operation of the project. The mitigation monitoring program will provide a means for MTA and FTA 
to track progress in accomplishing the commitments and mitigation measures. The mitigation 
monitoring program will also describe the timing of the commitments and mitigation measures and 
the close-out procedures. The mitigation monitoring program will consist of these activities: 


e MTA will maintain and update the list or database of the commitments and mitigation 
measures provided in this attachment. MTA will immediately add to the list environmental 
commitments resulting from consultations and coordination, from permits and/or approvals 
issued by Federal, State, County, or City agencies, and from new information or project 
changes that become available and known during design or construction; 


e MTA will track the status of implementation of each commitment and mitigation measure; 
and 


e FTA and MTA will conduct quarterly reviews of the mitigation monitoring program. 


The table of commitments and mitigation measures in this attachment will assist MTA in meeting its 
commitments and responsibilities by providing an easy reference summary list of the commitments 
and mitigation measures stipulated in the project’s environmental record. The FEIS, PA and other 
parts of the ROD, however, provide the details about each item listed in this table and reflect the 
specifics of the commitments and mitigation measures. MTA will incorporate these commitments 
and mitigation measures into the project’s design drawings, specifications, and contract documents 
during design. Using its monitoring program, MTA will track the implementation and completion of 
each commitment and mitigation measure during the appropriate design, construction and/or 
operational action periods. 
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Reference term Issue Commitment or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Transportation (TR) 
TRO] Construction — During design and prior to construction, MTA will coordinate with the Maryland State Highway Administration (MD SHA), Montgomery and MTA with MD SHA, 
FEIS Ch. 5.3 Management Prince George's Counties (counties), and providers of transit and emergency services in the corridor and develop a Transportation counties, transit and 
Management Plan (TMP) to minimize potential adverse impacts to traffic, transit, and pedestrians during project construction. As described in | emergency service 
FEIS Chapter 5.3, the plan will include traffic control plans that illustrate how fo maintain transit, vehicular, pedestrian and bicycle trafficin | providers 
the project corridor during construction, as well as safety, emergency vehicle and property access. MTA will consider suggestions made by the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency in its October 29, 2013 letter regarding elements of the TMP and coordinate with them where 
appropriate. MTA will implement the plan during construction. 
TRO2 Construction—Detours —_| MTA will work with Montgomery County to designate, communicate, and sign detour routes for the Interim Capital Crescent Trail throughout | MTA with Montgomery 
FEIS Ch. 3.4 project construction. MTA will also minimize the time of trail closure. MTA will identify trail detours in the TMP during design. County 
TRO3 Construction — Access MTA will maintain pedestrian movements and pedestrian access in the project corridor to the extent reasonably feasible during project MTA 
FEIS Ch. 3.8 construction. Where it is not possible to maintain existing movements during construction, MTA will designate alternate routing with 
appropriate signing. 
TRO4 Long-term — Parking During design, MTA will coordinate with Montgomery County to identify specific mitigation strategies to address permanent loss of on-street | MTA with Montgomery 
FEIS Ch. 3.8 parking along Bonifant Street. MTA will implement the specific mitigation strategies during construction. County 
TRO5 Long-term — Parking MTA will design approximately 200 permanent parking spaces to replace the parking used by Montgomery County Department of MTA with Montgomery 
FEIS Ch. 3.8 Transportation employees at Lyttonsville. MTA will implement the replacement parking during project construction. County 
TR06 Construction —Business _| Prior to construction, MTA will work with stakeholders and local businesses affected by the temporary loss of loading zones, or access fo MTA 
FEIS Ch. 3.8 Impacts loading zones during construction, to identify alternate or temporary loading areas. MTA will implement the alternate or temporary loading 
areas during construction. 
TRO7 Construction and Long- During design, MTA will develop a safety education program for citizens. The program, to be implemented during construction and operation, | MTA 
Resp. to Comments | term—Safety will address construction as well as operational safety. 
TRO8 Long-term—Green Trail | During design, MTA and Montgomery County will consider widening the Sligo Creek bridge to accommodate a wider Green Trail than currently | MTA with counties 
Resp. to Comments proposed. 
TROY Long-term —Bicycle and | During design, MTA will work with the counties, MD SHA and the local jurisdictions to identify bicycle and pedestrian improvement MTA with counties, MD 
Resp. to Comments | Pedestrian opportunities associated with the Purple Line, such as bike lanes, bike facilities at stations, additional bike parking in the corridor, wider SHA and local 
sidewalks, crosswalks, and landscaped buffers. jurisdictions 
Land Use, Public Policy and Zoning (LU) 
LUO] Long-term — Land Use MTA will coordinate with Maryland National Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC), county planning departments, and developers | MTA with M-NCPPC, 
FEIS Ch. 4.2 Effects as the project design advances to avoid or minimize adverse project effects on corridor communities. counties and developers 
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Neighborhoods and Community Facilities (NE) 

















NEO1 Construction and Long- _| The Purple Line Fire Life/Safety & Security Committee will meet prior to and during construction with emergency responders to identify and =| MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.3 term — Emergency resolve potential issues arising from construction, operation, and emergency response. 
Response 
NEO2 Long-term— Maintenance | MTA will provide a landscape buffer between the Glenridge Maintenance Facility and the adjacent school and developed portion of the park; | MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.3 Facility Design MTA will install retaining walls to minimize the limits of disturbance. 
NEO3 Construction —Access and | During design, MTA will coordinate with the counties to identify alternative access or temporary off-site parking for community facilities where | MTA with counties 
FEIS Ch. 4.3 Parking access or parking may be temporarily affected during construction. At the end of construction, MTA will restore parking as well as access to 
parking that it temporarily affected. 
NEO4 Construction — Schools During design and construction, MTA will coordinate with the University of Maryland, Rosemary Hills Elementary School, Sligo Creek MTA with schools 
FEIS Ch. 4.3 Elementary School, and Silver Spring International Middle School to minimize disruptions due to project construction during school operations 
to the extent reasonably feasible. 
NEO5 Construction — Talbot MTA will implement heavy construction of the Talbot Avenue Bridge abutments and retaining walls adjacent to the Rosemary Hills Elementary | MTA with Montgomery 
Resp. to Comments | Avenue Bridge School during the summer months when school is not in session. MTA will coordinate the schedule for work on the retaining walls and bridge | County 
with Montgomery County Department of Transportation, Montgomery County Public Schools, and the community. 
NE06 Construction —Community | During construction, MTA will work with Montgomery County and local residents to monitor use of local community facilities by project MTA with Montgomery 


Resp. to Comments 


Property Acquisitions and Displacement{ AD) 


Facilities 


construction workers, and will provide additional resources such as policing or maintenance, if necessary. 


County and public 




















ADO] Long-term—Relocation —_| MTA will conduct property acquisition and relocation activities in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property MTA with FTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.4 Assistance Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (Uniform Act) as amended, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Circular 5010.1D, Grants Management 
Requirements (or its successor), the Real Property Annotated Code of Maryland, MTA’s Relocation Assistance Program, and other applicable 
Maryland State laws that establish the process through which the State may acquire real property. Benefits include advisory services, moving 
and reestablishment costs, and other payments and services as provided by law. 
ADO2 Construction — MTA will endeavor to enable tenants and owners of property it acquires to remain on the properties as long as reasonable prior to MTA 
Resp. to Comments Displacements construction. 
AD03 Construction — MTA will restore properties it temporarily occupies fo reasonably similar pre-construction condition at the end of construction activities, in MTA with property 
FEIS Ch. 4.4 Construction Areas accordance with easement agreements. owners 
ADO4 Construction and Long- —_| MTA will continue to coordinate with CSX as the project design advances regarding use of their right-of-way, the nature and extent of activities | MTA with CSX 
FEIS Ch. 3.5 term— affecting CSX right-of-way, and compliance with (SX safety requirements during construction as well as future Purple Line operations. 
(SX 
ADO5 Long-term—Permanent | During design, MTA will coordinate with affected property owners and tenants to develop means to reduce the area of permanent right-of-way | MTA with property 
FEIS Ch. 4.4 Right-of-way and displacements for the project. owners and tenants 
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Reference term Issue Commitment or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Economic Activity (EQ) 
ECO1 Construction —Business _| Prior to construction, MTA will implement a corridor-wide Business Impact Minimization Plan, which it will implement during construction. As | MTA 
FEIS Chs. 4.5 and —_| Impacts described in the FEIS Chapter 4.19.5 Short-term Construction Effects, MTA will develop this plan after evaluating best management practices 
4.19 and lessons learned from other light rail construction projects regarding communications, construction staging, maintaining access for 

customers and deliveries during construction, and providing directional signage. 

Parks, Recreational Land and Open Space (PR) 
PROJ Construction and Long- MTA will implement the commitments and mitigation identified in the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation and FTA’s Section 4(f) de minimis and MTA with M-NCPPC, 
ROD Attachments D | term—Section 4(f) temporary occupancy exception concurrence letters signed by the officials with jurisdiction, which includes the National Park Service and M- _| National Park Service 
and E Commitments NCPPC (ROD Attachments D and E). (NPS) and NCPC 
Historic Properties and Archeological Sites (HP) 
HPO] Construction and Long- —_| MTA will implement the project in accordance with the Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) Programmatic Agreement | FTA with MTA, NPS, and 
ROD Attachment B | term—Section 106 (ROD Attachment B), including any amendments to that Agreement. Maryland Historical Trust 


Commitments 


(MHT) 





Visual Resources (VI) Note: See “Habitat and Wildlife” section below for tree loss commitments and mitigation measures 





























VI01 Long-term — Capital During design and using context sensitive design practices, MTA will coordinate and consult with Montgomery County, the Town of Chevy MTA with Montgomery 
FEIS Ch. 4.9 Crescent Trail Chase Mitigation Advisory Committee, and affected communities regarding the design of the permanent Capital Crescent Trail, including the — | County, Chevy Chase 
finishes of walls and fences, while meeting safety and Americans with Disability Act (ADA) requirements. Committee and public 
vio2 Long-term—Connecticut | During design, MTA will coordinate and consult with Montgomery County and the surrounding communities, such as Chevy Chase and the MTA with Montgomery 
FEIS Ch. 4.9 Avenue Bridges neighborhoods along Chevy Chase Lake Drive, regarding the aesthetic treatment of the bridge structures over Connecticut Avenue. County and public 
Vl03 Construction and Long- —_| MTA will coordinate with M-NCPPC and the National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) regarding the design and construction of the Rock —_| MTA with M-NCPPC and 
FEIS Ch. 4.9 term —Rock Creek Creek bridges. NCPC 
Bridges 
vlo4 Long-term — Aesthetic MTA will continue to coordinate and consult with the counties and communities during design regarding the aesthetic treatments of the MTA with counties and 
FEIS Ch. 4.9 Treatments Preferred Alternative elements: station design, location and design of traction powered substations and other ancillary structures, and public 
landscaping. 
vl05 Construction — Work MTA will maintain an orderly appearance of active work zones and staging areas during construction. MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.9 Zones 
VI06 Long-term —Art-in-Transit | During design, MTA will incorporate art in elements of the project, such as stations, retaining walls and bridges. Working with counties, MTA | MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.9 will identify an Artist Selection Committee, which will include community members and arts professionals. 
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Reference term Issue Commitment or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Air Quality (AQ) 
AQ01 Construction — Dust During construction, MTA will implement dust control measures in accordance with Maryland Department of Environment (MDE) requirements | MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.10 Control and assure that construction equipment complies with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) Tier 2 engine emission standards. 
Possible dust and emission control measures are listed in the air quality portion of FEIS Chapter 4.20. 
Noise (NO) 
N001 Long-term —Noise Wall —_ | Between Bethesda Terminal Station and Jones Mill Road, MTA will provide a minimum four-foot noise wall or retaining wall adjacent to MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.11 residential areas. 
NO02 Long-term —Vehicle LRT vehicles will include vehicle skirt panels, or an equivalent, to reduce the noise caused by the vehicles on the track. MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.11 Design 
N003 Long-term — Public Public address systems at each station will have volume adjustment controls to maintain announcement volumes at specific sound levels in MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.11 Address Systems consideration of the surrounding community and safety requirements. 
N004 Long-term — Traction The traction power substations will be designed in accordance with design criteria intended to minimize the noise from transformer hum. MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.11 Power Substations 
NO05 Construction — Noise As design advances and prior fo construction, MTA will develop construction phase noise minimization measures. Typical measures MTA will | MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.11 consider include conducting construction activities during the daytime as reasonably feasible; designating construction vehicle routes to 
minimize disturbance to residents; locating stationary equipment away from residential areas fo the extent reasonably feasible; employing 
noise control technologies to limit excessive noise when working near residences; and adequately notifying the public of construction 
operations and schedules. 
Vibration (VB) 
vB01 Long-term — Vibration Prior to construction, MTA will perform a more detailed assessment of the potential for operational vibration impacts in those areas identified | MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.12 in the FEIS as being potentially impacted by project-related vibration. Where this assessment indicates potential for vibration impact, MTA will 
design minimization measures that are appropriate to the specific condition. 
vB02 Construction —Vibration | Prior to construction, MTA will identify measures to minimize the potential for project-related vibration impacts in the corridor during MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.12 construction. Possible vibration control measures are listed in FEIS Chapter 4.12.3. 
vB03 Long-term — Vibration Prior to construction, MTA will analyze extremely vibration sensitive buildings located within the University of Maryland (UMD) campus as MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.20 agreed upon by MTA and UMD; and identify control measures to be incorporated into the project design to minimize the potential for vibration 
impacts. 
VB04 Construction —Vibration | As design advances and prior to construction, MTA will determine if rock blasting will be required to construct the Plymouth Tunnel. If blasting | MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.12 is required, MTA will develop and implement a blasting plan that provides measures to minimize the effects of blasting on the surrounding 








communities. Typical measures MTA will consider are described in FEIS Chapter 4.12.3 and include community notification in advance of 
blasting events; scheduling events during least community-sensitive hours; specifying heavy equipment routes to limit community impact; 
hiring an expert blasting consultant with experience in controlled blasting; setting vibration level limits; monitoring blast events; conducting 
test blasts to validate methodology; and conducting pre- and post- blasting surveys. 
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HWO01 Long-term — Forest Prior to construction and in compliance with the MD Forest Conservation Act, MTA will prepare a Forest Conservation Plan to offset project- MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.13 Conservation Plan related tree loss along the Georgetown Branch Trail and at other corridor locations. At the end of construction, MTA will implement the plan 
which will detail specific forest retention, tree-planting and/or forest mitigation banking. 
HWw02 Long-term — Natural During design, MTA will coordinate with federal and state regulatory agencies to identify measures to avoid or minimize natural environment | MTA with agencies listed 
FEIS Ch. 4.13 Environment impacts as part of obtaining applicable permits. in FEIS Table 4-54 
HW03 Long-term — Streams As design advances, MTA will avoid creating in-stream barriers that block migratory fish from upstream spawning grounds. MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.13 
HW04 Long-term — Streams As design advances, MTA will minimize alterations of stream configuration, characteristics, and hydrology. MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.13 
HW05 Long-term — Streams As design advances, MTA will work fo avoid or minimize incremental changes to in-stream water quality from deforestation of the riparian MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.13 zone. 
HW06 Long-term — Streams MTA will implement mitigation for project-related stream impacts in accordance with permits it will obtain during design from the U.S. Army | MTA 
Resp. to Comments Corps of Engineers (USACE) and MDE. 
HW07 Construction—Materials | MTA will prepare and implement a spill management plan and water quality and quantity controls for construction area containment, use and | MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.13 storage of fuels and other potential contaminants based on current regulations and project permit conditions. 
HWw08 Long-term — Habitat As design advances, MTA will design culverts and bridges to MDE standards fo avoid or minimize secondary and cumulative impacts to MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.13 migratory fish and the alteration of habitat. 
HWwo9 Construction—Habitat | MTA will restore and stabilize temporarily disturbed aquatic habitat at the end of construction according to a restoration plan to be developed | MTA with USACE and 
FEIS Ch. 4.13 during design by MTA in coordination with the USACE and MDE permits. MDE 
HW10 Construction—Streams —_| MTA will not undertake in-stream construction during state-mandated stream closure periods. MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.13 
HW11 Construction — Habitat During design, MTA will coordinate with the Maryland Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) regarding the heron colony located within | MTA with MDNR 
FEIS Ch. 4.13 Coquelin Run. During construction and in accordance with the U. S. Migratory Bird Treaty Act, MTA will minimize potential impacts to 
migratory birds and forest interior dwelling species using time of year construction restrictions (April-August) for forest clearing operations. 
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Water Resources, Topography and Soils (WI) 




















wrol Long-term — Wetlands MTA will coordinate with federal and state regulatory agencies to develop and implement a project-wide compensatory mitigation strategy to | MTA with USACE and 
FEIS Ch. 4.14 offset impacts fo wetlands and aquatic resources. MTA will comply with the Federal Compensatory Mitigation Rule, as well as stipulations in | MDE 
federal and state agency-issued permits. 
Wr02 Construction —Scenic and | MTA will minimize the area of disturbance to Maryland-designated scenic and wild rivers by clearly identifying the areas on project design MTA with MDNR 
FEIS Ch. 4.14 Wild Rivers drawings, marking and fencing the work area prior fo construction, and prohibiting activity outside the work area. Prior fo construction, MTA 
will submit project plans to MDNR for evaluation in compliance with the Maryland Scenic and Wild Rivers Act fo assure that the project will not 
jeopardize the scenic value of the designated rivers. 
W103 Long-term — Floods MTA will perform hydraulic and hydrologic studies during design. If these studies find that flood elevation would change as a result of the MTA with MDE 
FEIS Ch. 4.14 project, MTA will develop and implement floodplain storage mitigation in coordination with MDE. As required, MTA will submit project plans to 
MDE for approval of structural evaluations, fill volumes, proposed grading elevations, structural flood-proofing, and flood protection measures 
in compliance with Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) requirements, USDOT Order 5650.2 “Floodplain Management and 
Protection,” and Executive Order 11988. 
WT04 Construction and Long- —_‘| Subsequent to the ROD and prior to construction, MTA will obtain applicable environmental permits for water resources. A list of applicable | MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.22 term— Permits permits is provided in FEIS Table 4-54. 
W105 Construction and Long- Prior fo construction, MTA will develop an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan, in accordance with the Stormwater Management Act of 2007 | MTA with MDE and M- 
FEIS Ch. 4.14 term— Permits (and the Energy Independence and Security Act, Section 438, as it relates to the Baltimore-Washington Parkway), which will specify proper | NCPPC 
slope and soil stabilization techniques, erosion and sediment controls, and stormwater management facilities. 
W106 Long-term — Water During design and construction, MTA will strive to avoid long-term water quality and quantity impacts to aquatic biota by minimizing the MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.14 Quality amount of new impervious surfaces associated with the transitway, yard, and maintenance facility. 
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Hazardous Materials (HM) 












































HMO1 Long-term — Materials Prior to and during operations, MTA will establish procedures and staff training for proper storage and maintenance of equipment and MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.16 hazardous materials. 
HM02 Construction —Health and | MTA will develop a site-specific health and safety plan including equipment and procedures to protect workers and general public during MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.16 Safety construction, procedures for monitoring contaminant exposures, and identification of the chain of command. 
HM03 Construction — MTA will perform a Phase II Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) prior fo acquisition of any property with a high potential for concern (sites | MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.16 Contamination ranked 1 or 2 in the Phase | ESA; FEIS Table 4-38) unless the property can be classified accurately by other means or methods. MTA also will 
perform further records research on sites with a ranking of 4 to determine potential presence of PCBs. 
HM04 Construction — MTA will identify remediation actions to implement, as needed, if unexpected soil or groundwater contamination is encountered during MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.16 Contamination construction. 
HM05 Construction — Prior to construction, MTA will develop an action plan to be used if contaminated soils are identified or encountered prior to or during MTA 
FEIS Ch. 4.16 Contamination construction. The plan will describe procedures for evaluating off-site remediation, chemical stabilization, or other treatments and disposal 
options, in cooperation with MDE. MTA will implement the plan during construction. 
HM06 Long-term — MTA will coordinate with MDE to determine the mitigation response and reporting required should a release of hazardous materials occur MTA with MDE 
FEIS Ch. 4.16 Contamination during operations. 
Utilities (UT) 
UT01 Design and During design, MTA will coordinate with utility owners regarding project-related work in the area of utilities. MTA with utility owners 
FEIS Ch. 4.17 Construction — Utilities 
Environmental Justice (E/) Note: See also Construction Commitments and Mitigation Measures below 
E01 Construction —Business | MTA will implement a corridor-wide Business Impact Minimization Plan before construction begins. MTA will develop this plan after evaluating | MTA with local business 
FEIS Ch. 4.19 Impacts best practices and lessons learned from other light rail construction projects. MTA will adopt this plan prior to initiating construction. owners 
For example, to address access restrictions or detours to businesses, MTA will work with local business liaisons to understand the characteristics 
of local businesses (customer origins, peak business times, etc.) and to establish construction staging plans to minimize business disruptions. 
MTA will continue communication with local businesses during construction to monitor effects and modify construction plans, if possible, to 
further reduce impacts. 
E02 Long-term —Businesses | During design, construction and operations, MTA will support efforts by counties and other stakeholders to leverage additional resources to | MTA with counties and 
FEIS Ch. 4.19 support and strengthen small businesses in the corridor. stakeholders 
E03 Long-term—Workforce —_| During design, construction and operations, MTA and the counties will design and implement programs to create project-related local economic | MTA with counties and 
FEIS Ch. 4.19 Development benefits, including workforce development programs. advocacy groups 
E04 Long-term —Affordable | During design, construction and operations, MTA will support county-led efforts to protect and expand the corridor-wide supply of affordable | MTA with counties and 
FEIS Ch. 4.19 Housing housing. advocacy groups 
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Reference term Issue Commitment or Mitigation Measure Responsible Party 
Construction (CO) 
(001 Construction—Planning —_| MTA will develop and implement an Environmental Compliance Plan (ECP) for the project after the project’s ROD is issued and prior to the MTA with NCPC 
FEIS Ch. 5.4 initiation of project construction activities. The purpose of the plan is to identify and employ means and methods during construction to avoid 
or minimize impact to the environment and general public in compliance with construction contract documents (for example maintaining 
secure construction sites, minimizing noise, dust, and vibration, pest control, and meeting applicable ordinances and requirements). 
The plan will identify and describe how MTA will implement the environmental commitments and mitigation measures in the FEIS, ROD, 
Section 4(f) Evaluation and other documents such as environmental permits as the project design advances. MTA will consider suggestions 
made by the U.S. Environmental Protection agency in its October 29, 2013 letter regarding elements of the ECP and coordinate with them 
where appropriate. 
A component of the plan will describe how MTA will implement the environmental commitments and mitigation measures for properties 
encumbered by Capper Cramton Act funds. This portion of the draft plan will be provided to National Capital Planning Commission in MTA’s 
60% design package submission. 
(002 Construction —Duration —_| MTA will work to minimize construction impacts and the amount of time required to build the Purple Line and Capital Crescent Trail. MTA 
FEIS Ch. 5 
(003 Construction —Outreach | MTA will work with affected communities, including enhanced outreach to environmental justice communities, during the design and MTA 
Resp. to Comments construction phases of the project. The project’s public involvement plan includes community liaisons who will serve as the point of contact for 
local residents and businesses prior to and during the construction process. 
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PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT 
AMONG 


THE FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION, 
THE MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION, 
THE NATIONAL PARK SERVICE, 


AND 
THE MARYLAND STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER, 
REGARDING 


THE PURPLE LINE PROJECT 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY, MARYLAND 


WHEREAS, the Purple Line Project (Undertaking) is a planned 16.2 mile light rail transit line for east- 
west travel between Bethesda, Montgomery County and New Carrollton, Prince George’s County in 
Maryland (Attachment A); and 


WHEREAS, because the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) may provide funding to the Maryland 
Transit Administration (MTA), this is a Federal undertaking subject to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (codified at 16 USC 470f) and its implementing 
regulations at 36 CFR 800, as amended, hereinafter collectively referred to as “Section 106;” and 


WHEREAS, MTA is the Undertaking’s project sponsor and FTA is serving as the Undertaking’s lead 
Federal agency pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA, codified as 42 USC 4321 et 
seq.) and is the Federal agency responsible for compliance with Section 106; and 


WHEREAS, FTA shall serve as the lead Agency Official and shall act in cooperation with the National 
Park Service (NPS) and for the National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) in fulfilling their 
collective responsibilities under Section 106; and 


WHEREAS, the NPS, the Federal Agency with jurisdiction over the Baltimore-Washington Parkway 
(Gladys Noon Spellman Parkway) which is part of a unit of the National Park System, has participated in 
the Section 106 process for the Undertaking; and 


WHEREAS, NPS approval is required for the portion of the Undertaking affecting the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway (Gladys Noon Spellman Parkway); and 


WHEREAS, NCPC review is required for the portion of the Undertaking impacting the Sligo Creek 
Parkway; and 


WHEREAS, NCPC has designated FTA as the lead Federal agency pursuant to 36 CFR 800.2(a)(2) and 
NCPC has elected not to become a signatory on this agreement (Attachment B); and 


WHEREAS, after detailed study of various alternatives and their associated impacts, MTA, through 


coordination with FTA, has identified a Preferred Alternative for detailed engineering and construction; 
and 


PA-1 
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WHEREAS, FTA, in consultation with the Maryland State Historic Preservation Officer (MD SHPO), 
has established the Undertaking’s Area of Potential Effects (APE) for purposes of the Section 106 
analysis, as defined at 36 CFR 800.16(d), to encompass the geographic areas within which the 
Undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of historic properties, as 
illustrated in Figure 11 of Attachment C, recognizing that the APE may require modification as more 
detailed engineering for the Undertaking is developed; and 


WHEREAS, FTA, in consultation with the MD SHPO, has identified twenty-two historic properties that 
are eligible for or listed in the National Register of Historic Places (National Register) within the 
Undertaking’s APE, illustrated in Attachment C; and 


WHEREAS, FTA, in consultation with the MD SHPO, has determined that the Undertaking will have 
adverse effects on the following three historic properties listed in or eligible for the National Register: the 
Metropolitan Branch-B&O Railroad (M: 37-16), Talbot Avenue Bridge over the B&O Railroad (Bridge 
M-85; M: 36-30), and the Falkland Apartments (M: 36-12); and 


WHEREAS, FTA, in consultation with the MD SHPO, has determined that the Undertaking will have no 
effect or no adverse effect on the remaining 19 historic properties described in Attachment C; and 


WHEREAS, this Programmatic Agreement (PA) includes active measures to ensure the avoidance of 
adverse effects for the following historic properties listed in or eligible for the National Register: the 
Columbia Country Club (M: 35-140), the University of Maryland, College Park (PG: 66-35), the 
Rossborough Inn (PG: 66-22), the Baltimore-Washington Parkway (PG: 69-26), and Sligo Creek 
Parkway (M: 32-15 PG: 65-25); and 


WHEREAS, FTA, in consultation with the MD SHPO, has completed identification and evaluation of 
archeological resources within the Undertaking’s APE, as documented in the following reports: Phase IA 
Archeological Assessment Survey of the Purple Line Locally Preferred Alternative from Bethesda, 
Montgomery County to New Carrollton, Prince George’s County, MD (Mikolic et al. 2011) and Phase IB 
Archeological Survey of Light Rail Alignment Areas Associated with the Purple Line Project, 
Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland (Proper et al. 2012); and 


WHEREAS, based on the results of those studies, FTA, the MD SHPO, and the NPS agree that there is 
one archeological site, that it is located within the Baltimore-Washington Parkway, the Area K Domestic 
Site (18PR1032), that it may be eligible for the National Register, that it is within the Undertaking’s APE, 
illustrated in Attachment C, that the Undertaking will not affect this site, and that this PA includes 
provisions to avoid and protect the resource; and 


WHEREAS, it is understood that this PA is based upon review of preliminary engineering, which will be 
refined as the Undertaking design advances and reviewed at certain points by the signatory parties to this 
PA and other consulting parties during Undertaking design; and 


WHEREAS, FTA, MTA, the NPS, and the MD SHPO acknowledge that as a result of modifications to 
the Undertaking or the addition of ancillary actions to the Undertaking, there may be effects on additional 
previously identified historic properties within the APE or additional cultural resources or archeologically 
sensitive areas outside the APE; therefore, this PA sets forth the measures that will be implemented to 
identify and consider any further effects to historic properties; and 


WHEREAS, FTA, in coordination with MTA, has consulted with the MD SHPO, pursuant to the 
requirements of Section 106; and FTA, MTA, and the MD SHPO determined that it is appropriate to enter 
into this PA, pursuant to 36 CFR 800.14(b); and 


PA-2 


Purple Line Project 
Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland Programmatic Agreement 





WHEREAS, FTA has identified and invited the following parties (herein referred to as “consulting 
parties”) to comment and consult on the Undertaking as part of the Section 106 process: Anacostia Trails 
Heritage Area, Inc., Columbia Country Club, Falklands Chase, Friends of Sligo Creek, Hawkins Lane 
Historic District, Heritage Tourism Alliance of Montgomery County, Historic Takoma, Inc., Hyattsville 
Preservation Association, Inc., Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission, Montgomery 
County, Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission, Prince George's County, 
Montgomery County Historic Preservation Commission, Montgomery Preservation, Inc., National 
Institutes of Health, Office of Communications and Public Liaison, North College Park Citizens 
Association, Old Town College Park Preservation Association, Peerless Rockville Historic Preservation, 
Ltd., Prince George's County Historical and Cultural Trust, Prince George's County Historical Society, 
Prince George's Heritage, Inc., Redevelopment Authority of Prince George's County, Riverdale Historical 
Society, Rockville Historic District Commission, Silver Spring Historical Society, University Hills Civic 
Association, University of Maryland, Tuscarora Nation, Shawnee Tribe, Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe, 
Delaware Tribe of Indians, Onondaga Nation, Oneida Indian Nation, Eastern Shawnee Tribe, The 
Delaware Nation, and Absentee-Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma; and 


WHEREAS, FTA has consulted with the NPS, NCPC, the MD SHPO, the University of Maryland, the 
Columbia Country Club, the Anacostia Trails Heritage Area, and the Absentee-Shawnee Tribe of 
Oklahoma regarding the effects of the Undertaking on historic properties; and 


WHEREAS, during the implementation of this PA, FTA, MTA, and the MD SHPO may identify other 
parties that have an interest in the Undertaking’s effects on historic properties and invite them to 
participate as consulting parties in the consultation process specified in this PA; and 


WHEREAS, the Undertaking will cross parkland under the authority of the NPS and the MTA must 
obtain an NPS Special Use permit to access NPS parklands, and the NPS has been invited to be a 
signatory to this PA; and 


WHEREAS, MTA has participated in consultation, has responsibilities for implementing stipulations 
under this PA, pursuant to 36 CFR 800.6(c) (2), and has been invited to be a signatory to this PA; and 


WHEREAS, FTA notified the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) of the Undertaking’s 
adverse effect on August 1, 2013, and invited the ACHP to participate in the Section 106 process for the 
Undertaking; and the ACHP declined in writing on August 14, 2013, to participate in consultation 
(Attachment D); and 


WHEREAS, FTA and MTA sought and considered the views of the public on this Undertaking through 
the public involvement process described in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) including 
public workshops and meetings, a website, mass mailings, and public comments thereon, resulting in this 
PA being developed with public participation during the Section 106 process; and 


WHEREAS, the public will be notified as to the execution and effective dates of this PA through the 
issuance of FTA Record of Decision for the Undertaking; and 


WHEREAS, MTA’s responsibilities under this PA will be carried out by MTA directly, or by any 
designee authorized by contract to act on behalf of MTA; and 


WHEREAS, the MD SHPO agrees that fulfillment of the terms of the PA will satisfy the responsibilities 
of MTA and any Maryland state agency under the requirements of the Maryland Historical Trust Act of 
1985, as amended (Sections 5A-325 and 5A-326 of the State Finance and Procurement Article, Annotated 
Code of Maryland), for any components of the Undertaking that require licensing, permitting, and/or 
funding actions from Maryland state agencies; 
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NOW, THEREFORE, FTA, MTA, the MD SHPO, and the NPS agree that upon FTA’s decision to 
proceed with further design and construction of the Undertaking, FTA and MTA shall implement the 
following stipulations to take into account the effects of the Undertaking on historic properties and that 
these stipulations shall govern the Undertaking and all its parts until this PA expires or is terminated. 


STIPULATIONS 


FTA and MTA shall implement the following stipulations: 


I. 


Il. 


PURPOSE 


This PA sets forth the process by which FTA and the NPS, with the assistance of MTA, will meet 
their responsibilities under Section 106 for the Undertaking. The PA establishes procedures for 
ongoing consultation among FTA, MTA, the MD SHPO, the NPS, and the consulting parties to 
consider and resolve the Undertaking’s effects on historic properties during the design and 
construction phases of the Undertaking. The stipulations below set forth measures for avoidance, 
minimization, and resolution of adverse effects on historic properties, and for design review and 
public interpretation; in addition, the stipulations specify how the signatory parties and the other 
consulting parties will be involved in specified review. 


RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE SIGNATORIES 


A. Signatory Parties 


FTA, MTA, the MD SHPO, and the NPS are the signatory parties (herein “signatory” or 
“signatory parties”) to this PA. The signatory parties shall participate in the coordination 
process as specified in subsequent stipulations of the PA. 


. Federal Transit Administration 


FTA shall include the obligations set forth in this PA as part of its Record of Decision and a 
condition of FTA approval of any grant issued for design and construction of the 
Undertaking. 


. Maryland Transit Administration 


MTA shall implement the terms of this PA during design, construction, and operation of the 
Undertaking. 


MTA shall establish a Cultural Resources Management Team (CRMT) for the design and 
construction phases of the Undertaking to assist MTA in implementing the provisions of this 
PA. 


1. The CRMT shall be comprised of a team of personnel meeting the qualifications 
specified in Stipulation II.A and shall carry out all cultural resources work pursuant to 
this PA in accordance with the relevant documents in Stipulation IIIB. 


2. A member of the CRMT will be on-site when there is a potential for historic properties 
(including both built historic properties and archeological resources) to be affected by the 
construction and will take responsibility to monitor all construction activities that may 
affect historic and archeological resources, when warranted, or when requested by the 
NPS for NPS historic and archeological resources. 
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The CRMT will train appropriate members of the on-site contractor staff regarding the 
stipulations outlined in this PA and any documents that pertain to the protection of 
historic resources prior to the commencement of work and at regular intervals not to 
exceed six months. A requirement to comply with the provisions of the PA in cooperation 
with MTA and the CRMT will be included in all design and construction contracts 
related to the Undertaking. A copy of this training (presentation and handouts) will be 
provided to the consulting parties for review and comment prior to implementation. 


D. National Park Service 


1. 


Consultation on Further Design. The NPS shall review and concur with design drawings 
and provide comments to MTA per Stipulation X for the portion of the Undertaking that 
intersects the Baltimore-Washington Parkway (PG: 69-26) as described in Stipulation 
V.E. In addition, the NPS shall review and approve per Stipulation X design drawings for 
replacement of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway bridges and related elements on the 


property. 


2. Use of NPS Parklands. 


a. NPS permits. MTA shall obtain from the NPS, Special Use permits to cross parkland 
and access and use these areas, and any other NPS permits that may be necessary, 
such as for archeological resources. 


b. MTA shall restore these areas to their pre-construction condition or a mutually 
agreed-upon condition if pre-contruction condition is not possible due to Undertaking 
elements, pursuant to the terms and conditions in the relevant NPS permit(s). 


III. PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS 


A. Qualifications 


MTA shall ensure that all cultural resources work performed pursuant to this PA is carried 
out by or under the direct supervision of personnel meeting The Secretary of the Interior’s 
Professional Qualifications Standards (48 FR 44716) (hereinafter cited as “qualifications’’) 
with experiences and background in History, Architectural History, Historic Architecture, and 
Archeology, as appropriate. These personnel shall perform or directly supervise all cultural 
resources work pursuant to this PA. 


B. Standards and Guidelines 


MTA shall complete all cultural resources investigations and preservation work executed as 
part of this PA according to the following accepted professional standards and guidelines: 


1. 


Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic 
Preservation (48 FR 44716; 1983 and successors); 


Standards and Guidelines for Archeological Investigations in Maryland (Shaffer and 
Cole 1994); 


Collections and Conservation Standards, Technical Update No. 1 of the Standards and 


Guidelines for Archeological Investigations in Maryland (Maryland Historical Trust 
2005); 
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4. Standards and Guidelines for Architectural and Historical Investigations in Maryland 
(Maryland Historical Trust 2000); 

5. General Guidelines for Compliance-Generated Determinations of Eligibility and 
Standards and Guidelines for Architectural and Historical Investigations in Maryland 
(Maryland Historical Trust, 2002); 

6. Advisory Council on Historic Preservation—Section 106 Archeology Guidance (ACHP 
2007); 

7. Recommended Approach for Consultation on Recovery of Significant Information for 
Archeological Sites, ACHP 2007 (64 FR 27085-27087); 

8. Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Policy Statement Regarding Treatment of 
Burial Sites, Human Remains and Funerary Objects, ACHP 2007; and 

9. Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties 


IV. 


(36 CFR 68). 


C. Curation 


1. 


With the exception of materials recovered from NPS property, all materials and records 
resulting from archeological investigations conducted for the Undertaking will be curated 
in accordance with 36 CFR 79 at the Maryland Archeological Conservation Laboratory 
(MAC Lab), unless clear title, Deed of Gift, or Federal curation agreement for the 
collection cannot be obtained. MTA shall consult with the MD SHPO regarding the 
appropriate disposition of any materials or records not proposed for curation at the MAC 
Lab. 


All artifacts, specimens, and samples recovered from NPS property as a result of 
investigations conducted pursuant to this PA are the property of the NPS and will be 
documented, curated, and conserved, as necessary, according to the standards found in 
36 CFR 79, Curation of Federally-Owned and Administered Archaeological Collections; 
the National Park Service Museum Handbook, Part 1; and to the satisfaction of the NPS, 
and the requirements of the NPS’s Regional Archeology Program for the storage of 
objects at the Museum Resource Center. MTA will provide the artifacts, specimens, and 
samples to the NPS upon completion of any analysis performed as part of this PA. 


BUILT HISTORIC PROPERTIES STIPULATIONS 


FTA has determined through the Section 106 process that the Undertaking will have adverse 
effects on three historic properties due to construction activities and/or the siting of Undertaking - 
related infrastructure. It is possible that additional, previously unidentified historic properties may 
be identified within the Undertaking’s APE in the future or in the area of any new Undertaking 
elements (see Stipulation IV.A) and that these historic properties may be affected by the 
Undertaking. Accordingly, this PA sets forth the following measures that will be implemented for 
all built historic properties within the Undertaking’s APE to not only resolve any adverse effects, 
but also to avoid adverse effects through sensitive design and positive protections. 
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A. Identification of Additional Built Historic Properties and Assessment of Undertaking 
Effects 


If additional built historic properties not previously identified in the Section 106 process are 
identified in the Undertaking’s APE during design or construction of the Undertaking, or if 
new Undertaking elements are added to the Undertaking that result in an adverse effect, MTA 
shall consult with FTA, the MD SHPO, the NPS, and the other consulting parties to evaluate 
eligibility and effects, if needed, in accordance with the process outlined in Stipulation IX for 
ancillary activities and design modifications. 


B. Construction Protection Plans 


To avoid Undertaking-related construction damage to any known or unknown built historic 
property, MTA, in consultation with FTA, the MD SHPO, and other relevant consulting 
parties that have an interest in the affected properties, shall develop and implement 
Construction Protection Plans (CPP) for built historic properties six months prior to 
construction; these plans will include best practices and contractor requirements that will 
avoid, minimize, and mitigate adverse effects. A list of procedures will be included in the 
CPP, which will be developed prior to construction of the Undertaking. MTA shall provide 
the NPS a draft version of the CPP for review and comment on activities within NPS 
properties. MTA will incorporate NPS comments into the CPP and include NPS-specific 
construction practices. MTA shall include all historic properties that have the potential to be 
affected by construction-related activities in CPP(s). MTA shall implement such plans in 
conjunction with construction sequencing. 


V. AVOIDANCE OF ADVERSE EFFECTS TO COLUMBIA COUNTRY CLUB (M: 35-140), 
UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND, COLLEGE PARK (PG: 66-35), ROSSBOROUGH INN 
(PG: 66-22), SLIGO CREEK PARKWAY (M: 32-15 PG: 65-25), BALTIMORE- 
WASHINGTON PARKWAY (PG: 69-26), AND AREA K DOMESTIC SITE (18PR1032) 


Throughout the final design process, FTA and MTA, in coordination with the NPS, and the other 
consulting parties, shall monitor the development of design drawings to avoid adverse effects to 
the Columbia Country Club; University of Maryland, College Park; Rossborough Inn; Sligo 
Creek Parkway; Baltimore-Washington Parkway; and Area K Domestic Site. Context sensitive 
design specifications for historic properties will be developed in accordance with Stipulation V.A 
and in consultation with the MD SHPO, the NPS, and other consulting parties that have an 
interest. Context sensitive design may be used to avoid adverse effects. Consultation and 
monitoring of the design drawings shall follow the review process outlined in Stipulations V.B 
and X. 


MTA shall implement the following measures to avoid adverse effects on the properties listed in 
this section through the use of sensitive design and positive protection measures. 


A. Guiding Principles of Design 


MTA shall provide to the consulting parties designs for new construction, in those areas 
where elements of the Undertaking will be visible to the Columbia Country Club; University 
of Maryland, College Park; Rossborough Inn; Sligo Creek Parkway; and Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway. These designs will be sensitive to and compatible with the historic and 
architectural qualities of those nearby historic properties. MTA shall develop designs that are 
responsive to the recommended approaches to new construction set forth in the Secretary of 
the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (36 CFR 68). 
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MTA shall consult with the MD SHPO, the NPS, and other consulting parties that have an 
interest in the affected property, on design specifications to address any permanent 
Undertaking elements that may affect the historic setting of the Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway. NPS concurrence is required on those design specifications in regards to the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 


Likewise, MTA shall consult with the MD SHPO, and other consulting parties that have an 
interest in the affected properties, on design specifications to address any permanent 
Undertaking elements that may affect the historic setting of the Columbia Country Club; 
University of Maryland, College Park; Sligo Creek Parkway; and Rossborough Inn. Such 
elements may include, but are not limited to: stations, traction power substations, central 
instrument houses, retaining walls, and landscaping. 


In the review of the proposed designs, the signatory parties and other consulting parties that 
have an interest in the affected properties shall consider design components related to 
compatibility with the historic character of the adjacent historic properties. Design 
components include, but are not limited to materials; scale; ornamentation; massing; bridge- 
facing treatments and other components; and overhead contact systems and components 
including but not limited to appearance and location of catenaries and poles. The signatory 
parties and other consulting parties shall review and comment on the submissions and shall 
be governed by the process and timeframes set forth in Stipulation X. 


B. Design Review 


MTA shall submit design drawings of the Undertaking in the vicinity of historic properties 
(including site plan, elevations, and specifications, where applicable) complete to 60% or 
equivalent (semi-final review) and 90% or equivalent (final review) to the MD SHPO and the 
NPS for NPS resources and as otherwise appropriate, and provide opportunities for review 
and comment from consulting parties that have an interest in the affected properties. The 
purpose of the review is to assess the compatibility of the proposed designs with the 
approaches to new construction recommended in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
the Treatment of Historic Properties (36 CFR 68), in order to avoid or minimize permanent 
adverse effects to historic properties. MTA shall carefully consider the comments provided 
by the other signatory parties and the other consulting parties and incorporate suggested 
modifications, as appropriate. Review and comment on such submissions shall follow the 
process set forth in Stipulation X. NPS concurrence is required if this pertains to the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway. MTA shall provide opportunities for public input in the 
design development process by soliciting comments through community meetings and 
ongoing outreach efforts in accordance with processes and schedules established as part of 
those meetings and efforts. 


C. Columbia Country Club (M: 35-140) 


The Columbia Country Club has reviewed and considered the impact of the preliminary plans 
for the Preferred Alternative. In coordination with the Columbia Country Club, MTA has 
incorporated the following design elements: 


1. Implement a slight northerly shift of the transitway alignment and use a terraced retaining 


wall partially on Columbia Country Club property to preserve holes, mature trees, and 
landscaping on the south side of the transitway; 
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2. Reconstruct and lengthen existing cart underpasses beneath the county-owned right-of- 
way; 
3. Develop and implement a Construction Work Plan specifying a temporary work access 
road and work area; and 
4. Restore the temporary access road and work areas at the conclusion of construction. 


FTA has determined, in accordance with 36 CFR 800, that the Undertaking will have “no 
adverse effect” on the Columbia Country Club as a historic property. MTA shall continue to 
consult with the MD SHPO, the Columbia Country Club, and other consulting parties that 
have an interest regarding the Undertaking design elements that may affect the historic setting 
of the Columbia Country Club historic property. 


D. University of Maryland, College Park (PG: 66-35), and Rossborough Inn (PG: 66-22) 


1. 


Design: MTA shall assess the compatibility of the design of permanent Undertaking 
elements with the historic, architectural, and scenic landscape qualities of the University 
of Maryland, College Park Historic District. MTA shall consider the scale, massing, 
color, and materials, and guidance provided in the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 
for the Treatment of Historic Properties (36 CFR 68). MTA shall consult with the MD 
SHPO, the University of Maryland, and other consulting parties that have an interest 
regarding the location and design of catenary poles and light fixtures; the location and 
design of station facilities; and the roadway, sidewalk, and bike path materials. MTA 
shall utilize context sensitive design practices to select materials that are consistent with 
existing materials and enhance the aesthetic and historic qualities of the campus. MTA 
will identify the historic properties and establish and mark a buffer area in the design 
drawings and in the field to protect the historic properties. MTA shall submit the design 
drawings to the MD SHPO, the University of Maryland, and other consulting parties that 
have an interest in this property for review and comment in accordance with the design 
review process outlined in Stipulations V.B and X. 


Landscape Plan: MTA shall develop a Landscape Plan in consultation with the MD 
SHPO, the University of Maryland, and other consulting parties that have an interest in 
this property. The Landscape Plan will be developed as a measure to minimize the visual 
impact of the Undertaking on the historic district. Measures shall be taken to minimize 
views of the catenary poles and wires, and to reduce the visual intrusion of the 
Undertaking through fields and open space. The design of catenary poles, roadways, and 
pedestrian pathways shall be designed in such a fashion that trees and other vegetation 
can be utilized to the maximum extent possible. The Landscape Plan shall specify the 
location, type and size of plant materials. MTA shall submit the plans to the MD SHPO, 
the University of Maryland and other consulting parties that have an interest, for review 
and comment in accordance with the design review process outlined in Stipulations V.B 
and X. 


FTA has determined, in accordance with 36 CFR 800, that the Undertaking will have “no 
adverse effect’ on the University of Maryland as a historic property. MTA shall consult 
with the MD SHPO, the University of Maryland, and other consulting parties that have an 
interest regarding the Undertaking design elements in the vicinity of the University of 
Maryland historic property. 
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E. Baltimore-Washington Parkway (PG: 69-26) 


1. 


The Undertaking requires temporary use of lands from the NPS, and MTA’s use of land 
from the Baltimore-Washington Parkway is contingent on compliance with Section 4(f) 
of the Department of Transportation Act, 49 USC. 303 (Section 4(f)) and its 
implementing regulations codified at 23 CFR 774. Moreover, any temporary use will 
require and be pursuant to an NPS Special Use permit. 


MTA shall locate the Preferred Alternative directly south of and parallel to Riverdale 
Road (MD 410) where it will cross under the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. The 
Parkway is also a National Register of Historic Places-listed historic property. The 
Undertaking will permanently incorporate land and temporarily impact land within the 
boundaries of the parkway. The Undertaking involves the removal and replacement of 
two non-historic bridge structures within the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. MTA shall 
utilize context sensitive design practices and consult with the NPS, select materials that 
are consistent with existing materials, and enhance the aesthetic and historic qualities of 
the parkway in a manner that NPS approves. 


MTA shall implement minimization commitments agreed to by the NPS to address 
temporary and permanent impacts related to the replacement of the bridge structures and 
historic landscape components. MTA shall identify the historic properties and sensitive 
resources on the design drawings and establish a buffer area in the drawings and in the 
field to protect the historic property, historic landscape components, and sensitive 
resources. The commitments include, but are not limited to installation of hard fencing at 
the dripline to protect trees, landscaping of disturbed land, invasive species management, 
and planting plans. MTA must also adhere to the April 2006 NPS, National Capital 
Region Guidelines for Tree Preservation (Attachment G). MTA shall fund, develop and 
implement maintenance of traffic as agreed to by the NPS during construction for the 
replacement of bridge structures and enter into a land exchange agreement described in 
the “Baltimore-Washington Parkway Minimization Measures” (Attachment E). 


FTA has determined, in accordance with 36 CFR 800, that the Undertaking will have “no 
adverse effect” on the Baltimore-Washington Parkway as a historic property. MTA shall 
consult with the MD SHPO, the NPS and other consulting parties that have an interest 
regarding the Undertaking design elements in the vicinity of the Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway historic property. 


F. Sligo Creek Parkway (M: 32-15 PG: 65-25) 


1. 


MTA will replace guardrail, signs, and any other existing structures in areas it disturbs 
with new structures designed to match the existing elements of the Sligo Creek Parkway. 
Likewise, MTA will restore plantings in cleared areas of the Sligo Creek Parkway. 


Context sensitive design will be used to avoid adverse effects on this property. 
Consultation and monitoring of the design drawings for the Undertaking in the vicinity of 
the Sligo Creek Parkway will follow the review process outlined in Stipulations V.B and 
X. As part of the context-sensitive design process, MTA will provide an opportunity for 
the MD SHPO to review design drawings for the Undertaking in the vicinity of the Sligo 
Creek Parkway. 
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VI. 


G. Area K Domestic Site (18PR1032) 


FTA identified the Area K Domestic Site (18PR1032) within the Undertaking’s APE; the 
site’s eligibility for the National Register remains unevaluated although it is within a National 
Register property, the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. The site is located on NPS parkland 
within the median of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. The Undertaking as currently 
designed will not affect this archeological site. MTA shall avoid site 18PR1032 during 
ancillary activities. MTA will identify the site, and establish and mark a buffer area in the 
design plans and in the field to protect the site. Should ancillary activities or design changes 
be made to the Undertaking that might impact site 18PR1032, MTA shall consult with the 
MD SHPO, the NPS, and other consulting parties that have an interest in this property, in 
accordance with Stipulation IX. MTA will need to acquire an NPS Special Use permit in 
order to access this site and MTA will carry out additional requirements pursuant to the 
Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (ARPA). In order to avoid disturbance to 
surface features and subsurface deposits of the Area K Domestic Site, MTA shall install hard 
site fencing as approved by the NPS around the defined site boundaries to include (where 
feasible) a twenty (20) foot buffer. This fencing shall be installed prior to any construction 
activity adjacent to the site, and shall remain in place until all construction-related activity has 
been completed. MTA shall carry out the minimization commitments described in the 
“Baltimore-Washington Parkway Minimization Measures” (Attachment E). 


RECORDATION OF THE FALKLAND APARTMENTS (M: 36-12) AND TALBOT 
AVENUE BRIDGE OVER THE B&O RAILROAD (M: 36-30) 


MTA shall complete recordation plans to document and photograph the Falkland Apartments and 
the Talbot Avenue Bridge. Talbot Avenue Bridge is individually eligible for the National Register 
and contributes to the significance of the Metropolitan Branch-B&O Railroad. 


A. 


MTA shall develop the draft recordation plans and provide to the MD SHPO for review and 
comment per Stipulation X. 


As part of the recordation plan development, MTA shall consult with the NPS’s Historic 
American Buildings Survey (HABS)/Historic American Engineering Record (HAER) staff to 
determine the appropriate repository for this documentation. If HABS/HAER does not want 
to include the documentation in its holdings, MTA shall submit the documentation to the MD 
SHPO and any other appropriate repository that may be identified in the Interpretive Plan 
(see Stipulation VII). 


All work submitted to HABS/HAER shall adhere to the guidelines set forth in “HABS/HAER 
Photographs: Specifications and Guidelines” (U.S. Department of the Interior, 2001); 
“HABS/HAER Standards” (U.S. Department of the Interior, 1990); “HABS Historical 
Reports” (U.S. Department of the Interior, October 2000); and “Historical American 
Engineering Record Guidelines for Historical Reports” (U.S. Department of the Interior, 
2008, updated 2010). 


. All written, graphic and photographic documentation submitted to the MD SHPO must 


adhere to the “Standards and Guidelines for Architectural and Historical Investigations in 
Maryland” (Maryland Historical Trust, 2000) and must include the Maryland Inventory of 
Historic Properties (MIHP) number associated with the historic property and photographic 
documentation that complies with current MD SHPO guidelines. 
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Vil. 


VII. 


E. MTA shall complete, submit and obtain acceptance by HABS/HAER and the MD SHPO, as 
applicable, of all documentation prior to construction commencing within viewsheds of the 
historic properties being recorded and/or prior to demolition of the affected historic property. 
Review and comment of all recordation products shall follow the process set forth in 
Stipulation X. 


PUBLIC INTERPRETATION 


As part of the design of the Undertaking, MTA shall execute historically-themed interpretive 
work at station locations as part of a consistent system-wide Interpretive Plan. The interpretive 
work may include panels, signage, artwork, historic images, and associated web applications; and 
the related documentation may be included on the Undertaking website. 


A. Interpretive Plan 


MTA shall consult with the signatory parties and other consulting parties to determine the 
scope and content of interpretive efforts and to identify potential partnering opportunities 
with participating agencies or organizations. MTA shall develop a brief Interpretive Plan after 
this consultation and distribute the plan to consulting parties for review and comment prior to 
executing the final document. Content pertaining to NPS resources including the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway and the Area K Domestic Site (18PR1032) requires NPS permission 
and approval. Review of the Interpretive Plan shall follow the process set forth in Stipulation 
X. MTA shall initiate development of the Interpretive Plan within six months of the execution 
of this PA. Timeframes for the completion of specific interpretive work will be outlined in 
the Interpretive Plan. 


B. Built Historic Properties Web-Based Map 


MTA shall develop a web-based map and database of built historic properties that are located 
within the Undertaking’s APE. Content pertaining to NPS resources including the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway and the Area K Domestic Site (18PR1032) requires NPS permission 
and approval. The web-based map shall enable MTA to administer, through a secure 
administrative interface/portal, historic property data and web content such as detailed 
historic information, geographic location, documentation, and photographs; and to present 
this information in a web map to signatories, consulting parties, stakeholders, and the public. 
The web-based map will be designed for display on the web browser on a desktop computer 
and will be implemented for display on mobile devices. MTA shall initiate development 
within six months of the execution of this PA and maintain the application and content for the 
duration of this PA. MTA shall send notices to the MD SHPO and the other consulting parties 
when the web-based map is activated and available to the public. 


UNANTICIPATED DISCOVERIES FOR ARCHEOLOGICAL PROPERTIES 
INCLUDING HUMAN REMAINS 


MTA, in coordination with FTA, along with the MD SHPO, shall implement the Unanticipated 
Discoveries Plan for non-human archeological resources and human remains, specified in 
Attachment F, including ARPA, in the event that any unanticipated archeological resources 
and/or human remains are encountered during construction of the Undertaking. NPS staff listed in 
Stipulation XII.A will be immediately notified of discoveries occurring on NPS property and 
FTA and MTA will be notified on the same business day. Should the Undertaking uncover Native 
American human remains on Federal property, FTA shall comply with the requirements of the 
Native American Graves Repatriation Act (NAGPRA, 25 USC 3001). Archeologists executing 
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IX. 


work on sites with unanticipated discoveries will meet the qualifications for Archeology as 
described in Stipulation III.A. 


FTA, MTA, the NPS, and the MD SHPO acknowledge that extraordinary costs will be incurred if 
construction were to be halted or delayed once underway. Accordingly, the parties will 
implement the approved Unanticipated Discoveries Plan expeditiously in circumstances requiring 
its use. 


DESIGN DEVELOPMENT, ALIGNMENT MODIFICATIONS AND ANCILLARY 
ACTIVITIES 


The Undertaking may result in unforeseen effects on other historic properties and archeological 
sites due to changes made during design development, alignment modifications, or as a result of 
associated ancillary activities including, but not limited to, construction staging areas, stormwater 
management facilities, wetland mitigation areas, reforestation areas, environmental stewardship 
activities, or other actions. Should such activities be added for which cultural resources studies or 
assessments have not been completed, MTA shall consult with the MD SHPO, and also the NPS 
if within the Baltimore- Washington Parkway, and other consulting parties that have an interest in 
the affected properties, and implement all required cultural resources studies in accordance with 
the applicable professional standards in Stipulation III and with the following procedures: 


A. Identification 


MTA and the CRMT shall review any additions or changes to the Undertaking and 
implement identification investigations as necessary to identify any historic properties that 
may be impacted by the additions or changes to the Undertaking . MTA shall provide all 
completed information to the MD SHPO, FTA, the NPS, and other consulting parties that 
have an interest in the affected properties under this PA for review and comment. NPS 
concurrence is required if this pertains to the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. If the MD 
SHPO does not provide written comments within 30 calendar days of receipt, MTA may 
assume MD SHPO acceptance of the results. 


B. Evaluation 


MTA shall evaluate all cultural resources identified in the areas inventoried under Stipulation 
IX.A in accordance with 36 CFR 800.4(c) to determine their eligibility for the National 
Register. MTA shall provide the results of any such evaluation efforts to the MD SHPO, 
FTA, and other consulting parties that have an interest in the affected properties, for review 
and comment. NPS concurrence is required if this pertains to the Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway. If the MD SHPO does not provide written comments within 30 calendar days of 
receipt, MTA may assume MD SHPO acceptance of the results. 


C. Treatment 


Should any property eligible for inclusion in the National Register be identified under 
Stipulation IX.A, MTA shall make a reasonable and good faith effort to avoid adversely 
impacting the resources by realigning or modifying the Undertaking. If adverse effects are 
unavoidable, MTA, FTA, the MD SHPO, and other consulting parties that have an interest in 
the affected properties shall consult in accordance with 36 CFR 800.6 to develop and 
implement appropriate treatment options. NPS concurrence is required if this affects the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway. MTA shall perform cultural resources work in accordance 
with the relevant professional standards in Stipulation III. 
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X. 


XI. 


DOCUMENT AND DESIGN REVIEW 


During the implementation of this PA, MTA, in coordination with FTA, shall provide the MD 
SHPO, the NPS, and the other consulting parties with the opportunity to review and comment on 
appropriate documents, reports, and design plans as specified in the stipulations throughout the 
PA. NPS concurrence is required if any of these pertain to the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. In 
general, review periods will encompass a timeframe not to exceed 30 calendar days from receipt 
of the item for review, unless otherwise specified in the PA. 


A. 


The MD SHPO and the NPS shall provide comments to MTA regarding any plan or 
document submitted pursuant to this PA, as promptly as possible, but not to exceed 30 
calendar days of the receipt of such revisions. 


If the MD SHPO does not submit comments in writing within 30 calendar days of the receipt 
of any such submissions, MTA may assume MD SHPO acceptance of the submitted 
document. 


If the MD SHPO, the NPS, or another consulting party objects within 30 calendar days of the 
receipt of any submissions, then FTA, MTA, and the MD SHPO shall consult expeditiously 
in an effort to resolve the objection. 


If FTA and MTA cannot resolve MD SHPO, the NPS, and/or the other consulting parties’ 
objections, and if further consultation with the MD SHPO and the NPS is deemed 
unproductive by any party, then the parties shall adhere to the dispute resolution procedures 
detailed under Stipulation XII. 


FTA, MTA, the MD SHPO, and the NPS acknowledge that the timeframes set forth in this 
stipulation will be the maximum allowable under normal circumstances. In exigent 
circumstances (such as when construction activities have been suspended or delayed pending 
resolution of the matter), each party agrees to expedite their respective document review and 
dispute resolution obligations. 


ONGOING COORDINATION AND OVERSIGHT 


A. 


B. 


Ongoing coordination 


MTA and the MD SHPO shall regularly consult to review implementation of the terms of this 
PA. MTA shall schedule formal coordination meetings and invite FTA, MD SHPO, the NPS, 
and the other consulting parties, as needed throughout the duration of the PA. At a minimum, 
MTA shall hold an annual meeting with the signatory parties and other consulting parties for 
the duration the PA, as long as MTA is still actively performing work under the PA 
stipulations. 


Annual Report 


Beginning January 30, 2015, and continuing annually each January 30 until the Undertaking 
is completed or terminated, MTA shall produce an annual report and submit it to the 
signatory parties and the other consulting parties. The report will provide information 
concerning the status of implementing the various stipulations of this PA during the prior 
calendar year, identify any problems or unexpected issues encountered during the year, and 
address any changes MTA recommends in the implementation of the PA. MTA shall provide 
the report via e-mail, the Undertaking website, or other agreed-upon methods of distribution. 
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C. Annual Review of the Programmatic Agreement 


MTA and the MD SHPO shall review the effectiveness of this PA to determine whether to 
revise the PA during each annual reporting period. MTA shall recommend any proposed PA 
revisions to FTA, the MD SHPO, and the NPS in accordance with Stipulation XIV. 


D. Monitoring 


FTA and MD SHPO shall monitor activities carried out pursuant to this PA. MTA shall 
cooperate with the signatory parties in carrying out their monitoring efforts. 


XII. DISPUTE RESOLUTION 
A. Objections by the Signatories 


Should any of the signatories to this PA object in writing to FTA within 30 days to any plans 
or actions proposed pursuant to this PA, FTA shall first consult with the objecting party to 
resolve the objection. If FTA determines that such objection cannot be resolved through such 
consultation, FTA shall within a 30-day time period: 


1. Forward all documentation relevant to the objection, including FTA’s proposed 
resolution, to the ACHP. Prior to reaching a final decision on the dispute, FTA shall 
prepare a written response that takes into account any timely advice or comments 
regarding the dispute from the ACHP, signatory parties, and other consulting parties, and 
provide them with a copy of this written response. FTA shall then proceed according to 
its final decision. 


2. Ifthe ACHP does not provide its advice regarding the objection within the 30-day time 
period, FTA may make a final decision on the dispute and proceed accordingly. Prior to 
reaching such a final decision, FTA shall prepare a written response that takes into 
account any timely comments regarding the dispute from the signatories and concurring 
parties to the PA, and provide them and the ACHP with a copy of such written response. 


3. FTA’s responsibility to carry out all other actions subject to the terms of this PA that are 
not the subject of the dispute remains unchanged. 


B. Objections by Consulting Parties and the Public 
At any time during the implementation of this PA, should a consulting party or member of the 
public raise an objection pertaining to this agreement or the effect of the Undertaking on 
historic properties, MTA shall consult with FTA, the objector, and the signatory parties to 
this agreement, as needed. After considering these discussions, MTA shall account for and 
resolve the objection in an appropriate manner. 
XIU. OTHER 


A. Contact Information 


For purposes of notices and consulting pursuant to this PA, the following contact information 
should be used for the signatory agencies: 


PA-15 


Purple Line Project 
Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland Programmatic Agreement 





MTA 

John Newton 

Maryland Transit Administration 
6 St. Paul Street 

Baltimore, MD 21202-1614 


FTA 

Daniel Koenig, Environmental Protection Specialist 
Federal Transit Administration, DC Metro Office 
1990 K Street NW, Suite 510 

Washington, DC 20006 


MD SHPO 

J. Rodney Little 

State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 

100 Community Place 
Crownsville, MD 21032-2023 


National Capital Parks East 
Superintendent 
202-690-5127 

1900 Anacostia Drive SE 
Washington, DC 20020 


. Emergency Situations 


If an emergency situation that represents an immediate threat to public health, safety, life or 
property creating the potential to affect a historic property should occur during the duration of 
this PA, the regulations set forth in 36 CFR 800.12 shall be followed. MTA shall notify FTA 
and the MD SHPO of the condition that has created the situation and the measures to be taken 
to respond to the emergency or hazardous condition, and immediately notify the NPS if it 
pertains to the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. FTA, the MD SHPO, and the NPS may 
submit comments to MTA within seven days of the notification. If MTA determines that 
circumstances do not permit seven days for comment, MTA shall notify FTA, the MD SHPO, 
and the NPS and invite any comments in the determined and stated time available. MTA shall 
consider these comments in developing a response to the treatment of historic properties in 
relation to the emergency. 


. ANTI-DEFICIENCY ACT - FEDERAL PARTIES 


The obligations of Federal agencies under this PA are pursuant to 31 USC 1341(a)(1); 
therefore nothing in this PA shall be construed as binding the United States to expend in any 
one fiscal year any sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for this purpose, or to 
involve the United States in any contract or obligation for the further expenditure of money in 
excess of such appropriations. 


XIV. AMENDMENTS 


Any signatory to this PA may propose to FTA that the PA be amended, whereupon FTA shall 
consult with all signatories and consulting parties to consider such an amendment. This PA will 
be amended when agreed to in writing by all signatories. FTA or its designee shall provide a copy 
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XV. 


XVI. 


XVII. 


of the amended PA to all consulting parties within thirty (30) days of execution by the 
signatories. 


TERMINATION 


If any signatory to this PA determines that its terms will not or cannot be carried out, that party 
shall immediately consult with the other parties to attempt to develop an amendment per 
Stipulation XIV. If within thirty (30) days (or another time period agreed to by all signatories) an 
amendment cannot be reached, any signatory may terminate the PA upon written notification to 
the other signatories. If the PA is terminated, MTA and FTA must comply with subpart B of 
36 CFR 800 with regard to individual undertakings of the program covered by the PA, pursuant 
to 36 CFR 800.14(b)(2)(v), prior to work continuing on the Undertaking. MTA and FTA shall 
notify the signatories as to the course of action it will pursue. 


DURATION 


This PA shall be null and void if its terms are not carried out within ten (10) years from the date 
of execution, unless the signatory parties agree to amend it in accordance with Stipulation XIV. If 
FTA and MTA have not fulfilled the terms of the PA prior to its expiration, the signatory parties 
shall consult to reconsider the terms of the PA and amend it according to Stipulation XIV or 
terminate it in accordance with Stipulation XV. 


EFFECTIVE DATE OF AGREEMENT 


The PA shall become effective when executed by the last of the Signatories. 
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Execution of the PA by the FTA, MTA, MD SHPO, and the NPS, and implementation of its terms 
provide evidence that the FTA has afforded the ACHP an opportunity to comment on the 
Undertaking and its effects on historic properties and that the FTA and the NPS have taken into 
account the potential effects of the Undertaking on historic properties. 


FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 


Date: ZMAF 





Regional Administrator 


MARYLAND TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 


By: host |. anil Date; 3-12-1Y 


Robert L. Smith 
Administrator 


MARYLAND STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER 


Date: F Le Ff ¥ 








By: 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
By: Date: bs ‘ 4 


dent, National Capital Parks East 
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ATTACHMENTS 
A Undertaking Location Map 
B National Capital Planning Commission Correspondence 


C Historic Properties within the Purple Line Area of Potential Effects (APE)—Prince George’s and 
Montgomery Counties, Maryland 


D ____ Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Correspondence 
E Baltimore-Washington Parkway Minimization Measures 
F Unanticipated Discoveries for Archeological Properties including Human Remains 


G_ National Park Service, National Capital Region, Guidelines for Tree Preservation 
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IN REPLY REFER TO: 
NCPC File No. 6884 


January 6, 2014 


Ms. Brigid Hynes-Cherin 
Federal Transit Administration 
1760 Market Street, Suite 500 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-4124 


Re: Maryland Transit Administration Purple Line Transit Project — Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act 


Dear Ms. Hynes-Cherin: 


The National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) has been participating in 
consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 
for the Maryland Transit Administration Purple Line Transit Project (Purple Line 
Project). The Purple Line Project is a planned 16.3 mile light rail transit line 
between Bethesda and New Carrollton in Maryland. Though the Maryland Transit 
Administration (MTA) is the sponsor of the Purple Line Project, MTA may 
receive federal funding from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to 
implement the project, and therefore FTA is the lead federal agency for 
compliance with Section 106 of NHPA. 


As the central planning agency for the federal government in the National Capital 
Region, NCPC has review authority over portions of the Purple Line Project that 
will affect federal parkland, or county parkland that was initially acquired under 
the authority of the Capper-Cramton Act of 1930. Based on the current 
engineering and design, the following six parks will be affected by the project: 
Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, Anacostia Stream Valley Park, Northwest 
Branch Stream Valley Park, Paint Branch Stream Valley Park, Rock Creek 
Stream Valley Park, and the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. Pursuant to the 
Capper-Cramton Act, NCPC has approval authority over those portions of the 
project crossing the following three parks: Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, 
Anacostia Stream Valley Park, and Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park, and 
therefore has an independent Section 106 responsibility for our permitting action. 
NCPC has an advisory role over the section of Purple Line Project crossing the 


Page 2 — Ms. Hynes-Cherin 


Baltimore- Washington Parkway pursuant to our authority over projects on federal 
land under the National Capital Planning Act. It is our understanding that the 
portions of the project crossing Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Paint Branch 
Stream Valley Park will occur within existing county or state-owned right-of- 
way, and therefore, would not be subject to NCPC jurisdiction. 


The purpose of this letter is to designate FTA as lead federal agency pursuant to 
36 CFR 800.2(a)(2) to fulfill our collective Section 106 responsibilities for the 
design and construction of the Purple Line Project. As noted above, NCPC has 
been participating in the Section 106 process as a consulting party and we will 
continue to do so as the project moves forward through design development and 
construction. Of the properties where NCPC has a Section 106 responsibility, 
only Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park contains a historic property, the Sligo Creek 
Parkway, within the area of potential effect. Sligo Creek Parkway encompasses a 
long, linear area that includes both the parkway itself and the surrounding 
viewshed. Designed in the 1920s, the parkway consists of a two-lane road and 
access to several recreational sites including a golf course, playgrounds, 
pedestrian paths, and Sligo Creek. As indicated in the Section 106 Assessment of 
Effect for Historic Properties report (August 2013), the Preferred Alternative for 
the Purple Line Project would be built down the center of Wayne Avenue, an 
existing transportation corridor, which intersects Sligo Creek Parkway. FTA 
determined that the Purple Line Project would have no adverse effects on Sligo 
Creek Parkway and the Maryland Historical Trust concurred with that 
determination on November 6, 2013. Upon independent review, we agree with the 
findings of the Section 106 Assessment of Effect for Historic Properties report 
and concur that the Purple Line Project will have no adverse effects on Sligo 
Creek Parkway. 


In closing, as noted in the Section 106 Assessment of Effect for Historic 
Properties report and concurred upon by the Maryland Historical Trust, FTA 
determined that the Purple Line Project would have an adverse effect on three 
historic properties including the Falkland Apartments, the Talbot Avenue Bridge, 
and the Metropolitan Branch of the B&O Railroad. However, these three 
properties are not on lands under NCPC’s jurisdiction. FTA and MTA are 
developing a Programmatic Agreement with the Maryland Historical Trust and 
other appropriate parties including the National Park Service to reduce and 
resolve the adverse effects. As there are no adverse effects on properties where 
NCPC has jurisdiction and a Section 106 responsibility, NCPC will not participate 
as a signatory on the Programmatic Agreement being negotiated among FTA, 
MTA, the Maryland Historical Trust, and the National Park Service. 
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We look forward to continuing to work together on the Purple Line Project and 
will continue to participate as a consulting party in the Section 106 process. If 
you have any questions or need additional information on NCPC’s involvement, 


please contact Mike Weil at (202) 482 - 7253 or michael.weil@ncpc.gov. 


Sincerely, 


Meee 


Marcel Acosta 
Executive Director 


cc: J. Rodney Little, State Historic Preservation Officer, Maryland Historical 
Trust ' 
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ATTACHMENT D 





Preserving America's Heritage 


August 14, 2013 


Ms. Brigid Hynes-Cherin 
Regional Administrator 
Federal Transit Administration 
1760 Market Street, Suite 500 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-4124 


Ref: Proposed Purple Line Project 
Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland 


Dear Ms. Hynes-Cherin: 


On August 5, 2013, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) received notification and 
supporting documentation regarding the development of a Programmatic Agreement (PA) for the 
referenced project. Based upon the information that was provided, we have concluded that Appendix A, 
Criteria for Council Involvement in Reviewing Individual Section 106 Cases, of our regulations, 
“Protection of Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800), does not apply to this undertaking. Accordingly, we 
do not believe that our participation in the consultation to develop this agreement is needed. However, if 
we receive a request for participation from the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), a Tribal 
Historic Preservation Officer, an affected Indian tribe, a consulting party or other party, we may reconsider 
this decision. Additionally, should circumstances change and you determine that our participation is 
needed to conclude the consultation process, please notify us. 


Pursuant to 36 CFR §800.6(b)(1)(iv), you will need to file the final PA, developed in consultation with the 
Maryland SHPO, and any other consulting parties, and related documentation with the ACHP at the 

conclusion of the consultation process. The filing of the PA and supporting documentation with the ACHP 
is required in order to complete the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. 


Thank you for providing us with your notification of adverse effect. If you have any questions or need 
additional assistance, please contact Kelly Fanizzo at 202-606-8507, or via email at kfanizzo@achp.gov. 


Sincerely, 


Ragperd V jyellace 


Raymond V. Wallace 
Historic Preservation Technician 
Office of Federal Agency Programs 


ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 803 ¢ Washington, DC 20004 
Phone: 202-606-8503 ® Fax: 202-606-8647 © achp@achp.gov ® www.achp.gov 


ATTACHMENT E 
BALTIMORE-WASHINGTON PARKWAY MINIMIZATION MEASURES 


Beginning in January, 2012, the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA), and the National Park Service (NPS) National Capital Region (NCR) staff met 
monthly with representatives of the NPS National Capital Parks — East (NACE) to discuss the proposed 
Purple Line and the potential impacts it would have on the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. In addition to 
discussing anticipated impacts, staff from these respective agencies discussed avoidance measures and ways 
to minimize and mitigate impacts to the Parkway. Many of the minimization measures discussed at these 
monthly meetings were intended to reduce the impact to the forest area in the median of the Parkway, 
maintain traffic flow on the Parkway, minimize effects from construction, and decrease potential visual 
impacts to the maximum extent possible. The minimization measures agreed upon at these agency 
coordination meetings are provided below. 


Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) 


After evaluating several options to maintain traffic flow, MOT Option 3 was developed and selected in 
consultation with the NPS-NCR and NACE at the June 22, 2012 agency coordination meeting. MOT 
Option 3 will be implemented during construction and would avoid impacts to trees in the median. This 
MOT option also includes construction of temporary bridges on the outside of the existing bridges, between 
the existing roadway and the ramps. These temporary bridges would maintain two lanes of traffic in each 
direction during construction and would avoid the forest area and archeological site in the median of the 
Parkway. 


Permanent Replacement Bridge Structures 


Permanent replacement bridge structures would have a similar arch design as the existing bridge structures. 
The new structures would be constructed on the same horizontal alignment as the existing Parkway 
roadways and would be the same width (across the roadway) as the existing bridges. The bridges would 
include horizontal arched concrete shields above the transitway overhead wires. The design of these shields 
was developed in consultation with the NPS. The design of the shields would match the shape of the 
existing arch of the bridge structure, blending in visually as vehicles approach the bridges on Riverdale 
Road. In addition, the shields would not extend above the bridge railings so as to maintain views from the 
Parkway to the adjacent landscape. 


MTA will re-use the stone facade on bridge abutments to maintain the appearance of the abutments as 
practicable. The existing stone would be removed from the existing abutments, stored during construction 
to maintain the integrity, and be re-used to the extent practicable. If additional stone is required, it would 
come from the same source, if possible. MTA will identify new stone, if needed, in consultation with the 
NPS to match the existing stone. 


MTA will attach catenary wires to the bridges as agreed upon during consultation with NPS at the June 22, 
2012 meeting. Attaching the catenary wires to the bridge will reduce the number of catenary poles within 
the Park. Final specifications for bridge design will be subject to review by the NPS. 
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Landscaping and Invasive Species 


MTA will develop landscape plans including tree and vegetation replacement (at agreed upon ratios in 
consultation with the NPS) using native and approved species to mitigate the temporary and permanent 
removal of vegetation and trees. Landscape plans for areas within the Park will be included in the project 
plans and specifications and will be made available for review and approval by the NPS at milestones in the 
project development process (i.e., 60% design and 90% design). 


MTA will conduct a survey prior to construction in all areas where vegetation will be disturbed to identify 
the presence of invasive species. A two year invasive species avoidance and removal program within the 
project limits will be developed, submitted to the NPS for approval, and implemented by MTA. 


The maintenance of traffic plan calls for temporary bridges and approach roadways to be constructed 
between the existing mainline roadway and bridges and the ramps between the Parkway and MD 410. Upon 
completion of construction all temporary roadway, structures, and construction materials will be removed 
and the ground returned to pre-construction grade using stockpiled materials from the site, or similar, to 
support vegetation. Any residual structures or pavements will be removed. The area will be stabilized and 
planted with appropriate species. The final landscape plan for the slope between the mainline roadway and 
ramps will be determined in consultation with the NPS. 


Protected and Sensitive Resources 


Sensitive natural and built resources including trees and archeological resources will be identified and a 
buffer area established and marked in the design plans and in the field to protect the resources. MTA will 
also identify the sensitive resources on the project design plans, including the buffer area required for 
protection. The NPS will be consulted and MTA will locate the resources and buffer in the field prior to 
construction activities. The NPS-NCR tree guidelines will be incorporated into project specifications, 
contract documents, and the NPS Special Use Permit. 


Design Elements 


MTA will take the following actions regarding the design elements: 
e MTA will design sidewalk improvements along Riverdale Road to meet ADA requirements. 
e MTA will not construct stormwater management facilities within the boundaries of the Parkway. 
e During design reviews MTA will provide the NPS with plans for the material, colors and finishes 
for permanent traffic signals and roadway lighting poles and fixtures within the Parkway. The NPS 
will approve the plans prior to final design. 


Land Exchange Agreement and Measures for Temporary Impacts 


A land exchange agreement will be executed between MTA and the NPS to mitigate for the permanent use 
of approximately 0.6 acres of park land along Riverdale Road. The financial valuation and exchange of the 
permanent land will be determined through an approved appraisal process between the NPS and MTA 
following all applicable Federal and State laws and practices. The general steps of the land exchange include 
the following: 


1. The property being exchanged is identified by the NPS. 

The NPS-NCR Lands Office contacts the U.S. Department of the Interior (DOI) Office of Valuation 
Services (OVS) and provides details of exchange. 

OVS prepares Statement of Work (SOW) to be used by contract appraiser. 

OVS provides SOW and a list of qualified and DOI approved appraisers to MTA. 

MTA hires appraiser from list. 


Aer ae 
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Appraiser prepares appraisal based on DOI SOW. 

OVS reviews appraisal for conformance with SOW and applicable regulations. 

Once appraisal is approved OVS informs the NPS-NCR Lands Office of appraisal acceptance. 
Proceed with transaction. 


Oo RPrAn 


To mitigate for temporary impacts MTA will replace sections of metal guardrail that were previously 
installed along the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. The guardrail was installed to address immediate safety 
concerns and does not meet the design aesthetic or guidelines of the NPS. Guardrail will be replaced with 
an approved FHWA crash-tested longitudinal barrier system such as the Stone Masonry Guardwall (TL-3) 
system, which is an approved design for FHWA Eastern Federal Lands roadways including the NPS 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway. This can be found in the Design Elements Guidelines at 
http://www.efl.fhwa.dot.gov/technology/abs.aspx. 





The exact location and limits of this work will be determined in consultation with the NPS and the Maryland 
State Historic Preservation Officer and will be selected in areas that do not result in adverse effects to the 
Park. 


To establish equitable compensation the scope of the mitigation including the cost of design, overhead, fees, 
mitigation, construction, and other attributable items will be commensurate with the value of temporary use 
of NPS property by the Purple Line in accordance with all applicable Federal and State laws. To support this 
work the NPS will waive fees associated with construction permits and temporary lease agreements, design 
reviews, and other administrative or other fees that may be required for the mitigation. In addition, the NPS 
will facilitate design review and approval including construction access and maintenance of traffic plans. 
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ATTACHMENT F 


UNANTICIPATED DISCOVERIES FOR ARCHEOLOGICAL 
PROPERTIES INCLUDING HUMAN REMAINS 


For the purposes of the Purple Line Project (project), an unanticipated discovery is defined as a 
significant archeological resource that is encountered in a portion of the Area of Potential Effects (APE) 
where it was not anticipated. As such, the work plan will require modification to adequately and 
appropriately identify, assess, and, if necessary, mitigate adverse impacts to the resource. Also included 
in the category of unanticipated discovery are any archeological resources that may be encountered during 
construction outside the APE if project changes require revisions to the APE. These resources are defined 
as historic or prehistoric artifact deposits, cultural features, or human remains. 


This unanticipated discoveries plan has been developed in consultation with the Maryland Historical 
Trust (MHT), which serves as the Maryland State Historic Preservation Officer. It will be followed in the 
event that any archeological resources and/or human remains are encountered during construction of the 
project. The stipulations of the unanticipated discoveries plan as set forth below are in accordance with 
current standards and guidelines described in: 


e Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 USC 470f); 
e Secretary of the Interior Standards for Archeology and Historic Preservation (48 CFR 44716- 


42); 

e Standards and Guidelines for Archeological Investigations in Maryland (Shaffer and Cole 
1994); 

e Advisory Council on Historic Preservation — Section 106 Archeology Guidance (ACHP 
2007); and 


e Maryland Cemetery Law (Criminal Law Article, Title 10-401: Crimes Against Public Health, 
Conduct and Sensibilities; Subtitle 4). 


Should project work uncover Native American human remains on federal property, FTA will comply with 
the requirements of the Native American Graves Repatriation Act (NAGPRA, 25 U.S.C. 3001). 


I. UNANTICIPATED ARCHEOLOGICAL DISCOVERY PROTOCOL 
The protocol to follow in the advent of an unanticipated discovery contains the following steps: 


e The Contractor will immediately notify the Resident Engineer or other appropriate project 
staff of an unanticipated discovery. 

e The Resident Engineer will direct a Stop Work order to the Contractor’s site foreman to flag 
or fence off the archeological discovery location and direct the Contractor to take measures to 
ensure site security. Any discovery made on a weekend will be protected until all appropriate 
parties are notified of the discovery. The Contractor will not restart work in the area of the 
find until the Resident Engineer has granted clearance. 

e The Resident Engineer will indicate the location and date of the discovery on the project 
plans and will notify MTA and project cultural resources staff who will undertake a site visit 
or coordinate an on-site archeological consultation. 

e MTA will immediately notify the MHT of the find. 
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MTA will direct the cultural resources staff to begin a more detailed assessment of the find’s 
significance and the potential project effects. An archeological team will be dispatched to the 
site to determine the nature and extent of the archeological deposits. They will be granted full 
access to the required site area and otherwise facilitated by the Contractor to complete this 
investigation in the most expeditious manner possible. 

Cultural resources staff will notify MTA of their findings and recommendations, that is, 
whether the remains are assessed not to be significant and request approval for construction 
to proceed or describe a proposed scope of work for evaluating the significance of the find 
and evaluating project effects. 

MTA will convey this information to the MHT. At the discretion of MTA and the MHT a 
meeting may be held to discuss options and recommendations. 

If the resource is determined to be a significant archeological property and it is threatened by 
further project development, cultural resources staff in consultation with the MHT (and other 
appropriate parties) will develop a site mitigation plan. 

Upon direction by MTA cultural resources staff will then implement the archeological 
mitigation plan. 

A meeting or site visit will be held with MTA, the MHT, and other appropriate parties once 
the field investigation for site mitigation has been completed to review the work 
accomplished. 

The MHT will notify MTA that the terms of the fieldwork portion of the mitigation plan have 
been satisfactorily completed and MTA will notify the Contractor that it is a cleared site and 
excavation and/or construction may resume. 


II. UNANTICIPATED DISCOVERY OF HUMAN REMAINS PROTOCOL 


This protocol is specifically designed for circumstances where human remains are encountered in the 
project APE. 


The Contractor will immediately notify the Resident Engineer of an unanticipated discovery. 
The Resident Engineer will direct a Stop Work order to the Contractor’s site foreman to flag 
or fence off the archeological discovery location and direct the Contractor to take measures to 
ensure site security. Any discovery made on a weekend will be protected until all appropriate 
parties are notified of the discovery. The Contractor will not restart work in the area of the 
find until the Resident Engineer has granted clearance. 

The Resident Engineer will indicate the location and date of the discovery on the project 
plans and will notify MTA. 

MTA will immediately notify the MHT of the find as well as cultural resources staff, the 
local police, and the appropriate medical examiner’s office. 

Local law enforcement and, if necessary, a representative of the medical examiner’s office 
will inspect the site to determine whether the site constitutes a crime scene. 

If it is declared a criminal matter, cultural resources staff will have no further involvement 
and the decision to declare it a cleared site for construction will made be made by the 
appropriate legal authorities. 

If the find is determined not to be a criminal matter, the disinterment/reinterment plan will be 
will be employed and modified as appropriate for the find(s). The MHT and other relevant 
agencies will review and approve the modified plan prior to implementation. Specific 
elements of the disinterment/reinterment plan to be applied in the case of the unanticipated 
discovery of human remains include: 

1. Cultural resources staff develop disinterment/reinterment plan. 

2. Cultural resources staff present plan to MTA for review and consultation. 
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MTA notify the MHT and other involved agencies. 

Consultation with next of kin or descendant community. 

Undertake fieldwork. 

Approval to resume construction following completion of the fieldwork component of the 
mitigation plan. 

7. Complete appropriate regulatory and legal documentation of studies. 


Dy CP Us 


II. UNANTICIPATED ARCHEOLOGICAL DISCOVERY ON NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
PROPERTY 


This protocol applies specifically to unanticipated archeological discoveries on National Park Service 


(NPS) land. 


Prior to the construction/implementation phase of the project and before any/all ground 
disturbing activities occur within lands owned by the NPS, specifically the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway, the MTA’s Cultural Resources Management Team (CRMT) 
archeologist, who will meet the Secretary of Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards, 
will apply for an Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA) permit through the NPS 
National Capital Region Regional Archeologist in case of any inadvertent or unanticipated 
discovery due to project construction. 

Should any human remains be encountered, excavations will stop and the NPS Park 
Superintendent, NPS Park Archeologist, NPS Regional Archeologist, and MHT staff will be 
notified immediately. The Park Superintendent, in consultation with the Park and Regional 
Archeologists and MHT staff, shall determine the appropriate course of action following the 
Department of the Interior’s guidelines on human remains. 

Should any previously unidentified archeological sites or materials be encountered, 
excavations will stop and the Park Superintendent, Park Archeologist, Regional Archeologist, 
and MHT staff will be notified immediately. The Regional and Park Archeologists and MHT 
staff will determine the appropriate course of action with the CRMT archeologist specified in 
the ARPA permit. More specific procedures and requirements will be described by the NPS 
in the “Special Stipulations” section of the approved ARPA permit that will be issued by the 
Regional Director to the CRMT archeologist. 
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ATTACHMENT G 
Updated 4/13/06 - R. DeFeo 


National Park Service, National Capital Region 
Guidelines for Tree Preservation 


All trees shall be protected with a complete enclosure of an NPS approved protective fencing that 
encompasses the entire Root Protection Area. The Root Protection Area is defined as an area equal to 
a radius of 1.5 feet for each inch of trunk diameter measured 4.5 feet above the ground (ie: Diameter at 
Breast Height, dbh). Therefore, a 10 inch dbh tree will have a Root Protection Area equal to 15 feet 
from the main trunk in all directions. 


The defined Limits of Disturbance shall be outside the Root Protection Area. Limited activity may 
take place within the Root Protection Area with the expressed permission of the National Park Service 
in areas determined to be safe from damage. When the NPS approves work within the Root 
Protection Area, the following conditions shall be met: 


I Work shall be confined to the smallest possible area and accomplished as quickly as possible. 
The work area and time frames for commencing and completing work shall be approved by the 
NPS before any construction activities begin. 


2: No excavations can be conducted in the Root Protection Area without first root pruning the 
affected area(s). Areas to be root pruned, time frames, equipment to be used to perform root 
pruning shall be approved by the NPS. Excavations that will leave roots exposed for more 
than 24 hours may require additional mitigation to prevent erosion and root desiccation. 


2: The area not involved with the principle work shall be fenced and/or barricaded as directed by 
the NPS. 
4. At the completion of this work the entire Root Protection Area shall be secured with a 


complete enclosure of protective fencing. 


er All trees surrounding the site will be monitored during construction for health and stress by 
NPS Certified Arborists who posses technical competence through experience and related 
traming to provide for the care of the trees impacted by construction activities. If so 
determined by the NPS, the implementation and execution of additional mitigation in 
accordance with accepted arboricultural industry standards shall be performed. Mitigation may 
include but is not limited to pruning, cabling/bracing, fertilization, treatment with endo and ecto 
mycorrhizal fungi and root bio-stimulants, aeration and mulching of the root zones to assist 
trees in overcoming stress due to construction impacts. 


The contractor will be held responsible for ensuring that all work including, the storage of materials 
and equipment, the parking of vehicles, and all other operations in connection with construction is 
confined to the defined Limit of Disturbance. Unauthorized trespasses into the Root Protection and/or 


1 


cutting or damage to trees will be subject to liquidated damages in accordance with the Guide for Plant 
Appraisal (9" edition, 2000) authored by the Council of Tree and Landscape Appraisers and the Mid- 
Atlantic Tree Species Rating Guide developed by the Mid-Atlantic Chapter of International Society of 
Arboriculture. The 2000 value is $42.50 per cross sectional square inch putting a base value for a 32" 
“specimen” elm at $34,600. 


The following is how these guidelines have been translated into a specification under SCOPE. 
WORK AREA: 


Contractor shall confine his work, the storage of materials and equipment, the parking of vehicles, and 
all other operations in connection with this contract to the specified work areas approved by the COR. 
The Contractor shall not permit heavy equipment or vehicles or the stock piling of heavy materials off 
hard surface roads without the expressed permission of the COR. Limited activity may take place 
within the root protection area with the expressed permission of the COR in areas determined to be 
safe from excessive damage. The root protection area is defined as an area equal to a radius of 1.5 feet 
for each inch of diameter at breast height (dbh) (ie: a 10 inch dbh tree will have a root protection area 
equal to 15 feet from the main trunk in all directions). All damage resulting from such operations shall 
be repaired to its original condition or to the satisfaction of the COR at no additional cost to the 
Government. 


RESPONSIBILITY REGARDING PLANT MATERIALS 





The contractor shall preserve and protect all existing trees, and shrubs, and grass areas on or adjacent 
to the work area which do not reasonably interfere with work. The contractor shall be responsible for 
all unauthorized cutting or damage to trees and shrubs, including damage due to careless operation of 
equipment, stockpiling of materials or tracking of grass and other surfaced areas by equipment. 
Unauthorized trespasses into the Root Protection and/or cutting or damage to trees will be subject to 
liquidated damages in accordance with the Guide for Plant Appraisal (9" edition, 2000) authored by 
the Council of Tree and Landscape Appraisers and the Mid-Atlantic Tree Species Rating Guide 
developed by the Mid-Atlantic Chapter of International Society of Arboriculture. The 2001 value is 
$42.50 per cross sectional square inch putting a base value for a 32" “specimen” elm at $34,600. 


The following is how these guidelines have translated into a specification under EXECUTION. 
TREE PROTECTION FENCING 


A. The work to be performed under this section consists of the installation of fencing 
and/or hardwood mulch to protect trees from construction and/or visitor use activities. 


B. Unless indicated otherwise by the COR, the area to be protected shall be an area equal 
to a radius of 1.5 feet for each inch of diameter at breast height (dbh). Therefore, a 10- 
inch dbh tree would require protection 15 feet from the trunk in all directions. 
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3.10.2 Materials 


A. 


Stakes: Shall be 2" steel U channel posts a minimum of 5 1/2 ft. in length or 2 x 2" 
hardwood stakes 6' in length. 


Fencing: Shall be 4-foot high wooden slat fencing 

Wire: Shall be 12 gauge-annealed zinc coated wire 

Mulch: Shall be shredded hardwood mulch derived from recycled wood products and 
yard waste, aged, dark brown to black in color, have a particle size not to exceed 1/2 x 


6 inches, be neutral pH, and free of sticks, stones, clay or any other matter injurious to 
plant growth. 


3.10.3 Execution 


A. 


Installation of Fence: A complete circular enclosure of fencing shall be erected around 
the defined root protection area. Steel posts shall be driven along the perimeter of the 
area 10-ft. on-center a minimum of 18" into the ground. Secure fencing to the fencing 
stakes with wire threaded around the stake and slat at the lowest and highest wires of 
the fencing and pulled beyond the fencing stake at least 1 foot. Both ends of the wire 
shall be wrapped around the stake twice and twisted back on itself with excess wire cut 
off. 


Spreading Mulch: If so directed mulch shall be placed to a loose measurement of 3 
inches (16 cubic yards per 1000 square feet) to uniformly cover the entire protection 
area. No mulch shall be applied within 2 ft. of the trunk. 


Removal of Fencing and Mulch: When work has progressed to the point that these 
areas are no longer in need of protection as determined by the COR all fencing, stakes, 
wire, and mulch shall be removed and disposed of off site at the expense of the 
contractor. 
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| Introduction 


This document compiles responses from Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and Maryland Transit 
Administration (MTA) to the comments received during the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 
public comment period from September 6 to October 21, 2013. FTA received 968 comments via the project 
website, hard copy, or email during the 45-day public comment period. Comments came from elected officials, 
community organizations, government and regulatory agencies, residents, businesses, stakeholder groups, and 
non-profit organizations. 


FTA and MTA have carefully reviewed and considered all comments received during the FEIS comment period. 
The issues raised in the comments varied, and they include support or opposition for all or parts of the Purple 
Line, support for alternative types (modes) of transit and alignments, and potential natural and human 
environment effects of the Purple Line alternatives. 


This document is organized as follows: 

e Section II includes summaries of the comments received from federal, state and county agencies. 

e Section III includes the agencies’ comment letters, together with FTA and MTA’s responses in a side-by- 
side format. 

e Section IV includes summaries of comments received from local governments, organizations, and 
individuals (that is, all comments that were not addressed in Section III, as well as responses to those 
comments. The comments and responses in this section are presented in basically the same order as the 
issues were presented in the chapters of the FEIS. 

e Section VI of this document is a matrix of the commenters and where their comments are addressed. Full 
copies of all the comments received on the FEIS are available on the Purple Line website 
(www.purplelinemd.com). 

e Appendix contains a brief memo, Clarification of the Results of the Purple Line Noise Analysis, clarifying 
the noise analysis conducted for the FEIS and documented in the FEIS Noise Technical Report (2013). In 
this memo total noise levels have been calculated (ambient noise combined with the projected noise levels 
of the Purple Line). Other information is included in the memo to show the typical community responses of 
increases in noise. The increase at each analyzed site is compared to the typical community responses to 
help the public understand how they may perceive or be affected by the predicted increase. This report 
further explains the human perception of noise increases. 
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ll Summary of Comments Received from Federal, 
State, Local, and County Agencies 


The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the National Capital Planning Commission, and U.S. Army 
Garrison Fort Detrick were the four federal agencies who provided comments. State and regional agencies that 
provided comments are the Maryland Department of the Environment, Maryland Historical Trust, Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources, Maryland Department of Planning, and the Washington Metropolitan Area 
Transit Authority. The following local agencies provided comments: Prince George’s County Department of 
Public Works and Transportation, Prince George's County Planning Department of M-NCPPC, and the 
Montgomery County Planning Board. The following is a summary of the comments that each agency provided. 
Section III of this document includes the full agency letters and the FTA and MTA responses in a side-by-side 
format. Where changes have been made to the FEIS in response to agency comments, those changes are 
described in ROD Attachment G, FEIS Errata Sheet. 


A Federal Agency Comments 


A.1 Environmental Protection Agency 


EPA offered the following comments: 

e Adverse environmental impacts to ecological resources resulting from the preferred alternative are relatively 
low. 

e Updated and detailed analysis for many resources has been completed since the DEIS and that while several 
resource impacts have been decreased, some, including parks, have increased. 

e Additional avoidance and minimization techniques should be incorporated where practicable, and 
appropriate mitigation developed, as the project moves forward. 

e Efforts have been made to evaluate and address community concerns and impacts, to coordinate this project 
with the community and resource agencies, and detail avoidance and minimization efforts as well as 
mitigation. 

e Updated project information and developments have been presented at Interagency Review Meetings. 

e EPA would be pleased to continue to be involved in the project as well as participate in more detailed 
development of wetland and stream compensatory mitigation. 

e Efforts have been taken to improve and update the environmental justice analysis and the cumulative effects 
analysis for the FEIS using the most recently available data. 

e The FEIS includes mitigation for long-term operational impacts as well as construction effects; however, 
there still remains a great deal of information that should be or is planned to be shared with the public, 
including information regarding noise, vibration, utility disruptions, and traffic and pedestrian movements. 

e FTA and MTA should consider the best ways to share and communicate relevant information, which may 
not yet be available, with the public and local stakeholders after the Record of Decision (ROD) and during 
construction. 

e Environmental and community commitments should be memorialized in order to ensure that the efforts and 
mitigation identified in the FEIS are carried forward during future phases. 

e The Environmental Compliance Plan or Transportation Management Plan should describe future 
communication with the public and environmental commitments. 
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A.2 National Capital Planning Commission 


The National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) suggested clarification that its role under the 
Capper-Cramton Act includes review and approval (not just review) for actions affecting properties in the 
Purple Line that were acquired with Capper-Cramton funds. NCPC also recommended other clarifications or 
corrections to statements in the FEIS, requested greater specificity in some mitigation commitments, and 
requested additional information related to several areas, including: 

e Photo simulations of several areas of the project to illustrate future visual conditions 

e Tree removal estimates 

e Stormwater management measures 


A.3. U.S. Army Garrison Fort Detrick 


U.S. Army Garrison Fort Detrick supports the improvement of public transportation access and offered the 
following comments regarding construction impacts to its Forest Glen facility on Brookville Road, including 
e Vibration and blasting 

e Air quality and dust 


e Noise 
e Electromagnetic interference 
e Traffic 


e Utility disruptions 
B State Agency Comments 


B.1 Maryland Department of the Environment 


The Maryland Department of the Environment offered comments regarding above and underground storage 
tanks and disposal of solid waste associated with construction of the project. The agency noted that a (MDE) 
commented that: 

e Any above ground or underground petroleum storage tanks, which may be utilized, must be installed and 
maintained in accordance with applicable State and federal laws and regulations. 

e Underground storage tanks must be registered and the installation must be conducted and performed by a 
contractor certified to install underground storage tanks by the Land Management Administration in 
accordance with COMAR 26.10. 

Any solid waste including construction, demolition, and land clearing debris, generated from the subject 
project, must be properly disposed of at a permitted solid waste acceptance facility, or recycled if possible. 


A second letter from MDE noted that additional wetland/waterways identified at the time of the Supplemental 
Jurisdictional Determination were not shown on the mapping in the FEIS and noted that these resources should 
be included in the FEIS. 


B.2 Maryland Department of Natural Resources 


The Maryland Department of Natural Resources (DNR) commented that DNR has participated through its 
Integrated Policy and Review Unit, Project Review Division (formerly the Environmental Review Unit), in the 
Maryland Streamlined Process for Transportation Review for the Purple Line project. DNR noted that its Project 
Review Division provided comments and review notes at appropriate stages of the process, and the Division will 
continue its review efforts as project planning continues. DNR stated that the project in its planning stages is 
generally consistent with the programs of the department. 
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B.3 Maryland Department of Planning 


The Maryland Department of Planning (MDP) stated that it strongly supports the Purple Line project because 

the project will: 

e Reduce single-occupancy vehicular trips and associated reductions of traffic congestion and greenhouse gas 
emissions in the Baltimore and Washington region. 

e Stimulate concentrated mixed-use development along the alignment through Transit-Oriented Development 
(TOD), which will encourage citizens to live, work, shop and play in or near transit-accessible communities. 

e Help to reduce commuter congestion and reduce the wear and tear on the region's roadways by providing a 
sustainable, alternative transportation option. 


MDP also stated that they have been actively involved in the Purple Line's planning process since project 
inception and looks forward to working with MDOT and local jurisdictions to support TOD along the transit 
line. 


B.4 Maryland Historical Trust 


The Maryland Historical Trust (MHT) stated that it has been working with FTA and MTA to complete the 
Section 106 review process for this undertaking. It noted that the project will adversely affect three historic 
properties, the Falkands Apartments, the Talbot Avenue bridge, and the Metropolitan Branch. On November 6, 
2013, MHT submitted a letter as part of the Section 106 consultation process confirming that the project would 
have an adverse effect on the three aforementioned resources. Further, MHT stated that they have no objection 
to the MTA’s effect determinations for the remaining historic properties within the project’s Area of Potential 
Effect (APE). MHT also noted that MTA, MHT, and the Consulting Parties are preparing a Programmatic 
Agreement that outlines commitments and mitigation measures concerning historic and archeological resources 
under Section 106. The Programmatic Agreement is attached to this ROD in Attachment B. 


C Local and County Agency Comments 


C.1 Montgomery County Planning Board 


The Montgomery County Planning Board requested that additional minimization and mitigation measures be 
developed in collaboration with Parks and Planning as design progresses, specifically addressing the following: 
e Specific impacts to and mitigation for parkland 

e Details for stormwater management facilities 

e Habitat mitigation compensation 

e Details on culverts and bridge design 

e Compliance with Section 106—inadvertent discovery of archaeological sites 

e Impacts to the neighborhood centers 


Following are several topics on which the Planning board had specific comments: 
e Bridges over Connecticut Avenue 

e Community Facility and Business Access Challenges 

e Location and Compatibility of Traction Power Substations 

e County-Designated Historic Resources 

e Noise 

e Green Tracks 

e Heron rookery at Coquelin Run 

e Elm Street Urban Park 

e Long Branch Local Park & Long Branch Stream Valley Park 
e New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park 


10 FEIS Comments and Responses 


March 2014 Purple Line Record of Decision 


e The Parks Department requested that MTA commit to design refinements to minimize impacts 


C.2 Prince George’s County Department of Public Works and Transportation 


The Prince George’s County Department of Public Works and Transportation (DPW&T) offered several design 
refinements and cited several County permits, ordinances, and standards that must be followed. The DPW&T 
also noted the following issues: 

e Drop off areas near proposed stations/platforms 

e Investigate the use of permeable pavement for the construction of trails 

e Impacts on motor vehicle traffic 


C.3 Prince George's County Planning Department of M-NCPPC 


The Prince George's County Planning Department of M-NCPPC stated that it strongly supported the Preferred 
Alternative for the proposed Purple Line, because the Preferred Alternative is a responsive and thoughtful transit 
alternative to the pressures of continued growth in the Washington Metropolitan Region and offers a remedy to 
the current lack of east-west connectivity between Prince George's and Montgomery Counties. The Planning 
Department stated that it looks forward to continued coordination with MTA during the final engineering design 
and construction of the Purple Line. 


The Prince George’s Planning Department addressed the following topics in the letter: 
e Green Track 

e Traction power substations 

e Glenridge Maintenance Facility Stormwater design 

e Drop off locations near stations 


The Planning Department also offered several minor changes in the wording of statements made in the FEIS and 
suggestions for design refinements. 


C.4_ Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA) stated that 


e WMATA will continue its capacity analysis of its Metrorail Silver Spring Station, in which the transfers 
between the MTA Purple Line and the WMATA Metrorail Line are being evaluated. 

e The Silver Spring Station of the Purple Line should accommodate any future aerial connection to the 
WMATA Metrorail Station in both design and construction of structure and utilities. While still in draft, the 
WMATA capacity analysis found that without a future aerial connection between the two Silver Spring 
Stations, both the Purple Line and Metrorail Station would experience increased congestion in the peak hour 
by 2020. The analysis also found the Silver Spring Station of the Purple Line should accommodate any 
future aerial connection to the WMATA Metrorail Station in both design and construction of structure and 
utilities. MTA should use WMATA's recent report "Operations Plan for Metrobus in Bus Rapid 
Transit/Light Rail Transit/Streetcar Corridors" as guidance for the Purple Line's relationship to bus services 
in the corridor. 

e WMATA did not agree with the statement "Within the cumulative impact study area, the only wetland know 
to be susceptible to foreseeable development is along the Indian Creek stream valley (Northeast Branch), 
where transit-oriented development at the Greenbelt Metrorail Station is a potential threat to the wetlands". 
Wetlands at the station will be protected, and not impacted by future transit-oriented development. 
WMATA requested that the statement be revised accordingly. 
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Environmental Protection Agency 


ee, 
> &h j UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION Ill 
AS 1650 Arch Street 
m4, rf Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-2029 


OcT q 198 


Daniel Koenig 

Federal Transit Administration 
1990 K Street, NW, Suite 510 
Washington, DC 20006-1178 


Henry Kay 

Maryland Transit Administration 
100 South Charles Street 

Tower 2, Suite 700 

Baltimore, Maryland 21201 


RE: Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation, 
Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland, August 2013, CEQ # 201 30259 


Dear Misers Koenig and Kay: 


In accordance with Section 102(2) (C) of the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2) (C), Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7609, and the 
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations, 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508, the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), has reviewed the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) for the above referenced project. The FEIS was prepared by Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) and is dated December 2012. EPA reviewed the September 2008 
Alternatives Analysis/ Draft EIS, and submitted a comment letter dated January 14, 2009. In this 
letter EPA rated the DEIS as “LO-1” (Lack of Objections-Adequate), according to the EPA 
rating system described on the website www.epa.gov/compliance/nepa/comments/ratings.html. 


The FEIS analyzes two alternatives, including the no build alternative and the preferred 
alternative. The preferred alternative involves the construction and operation of a new light rail 
transit corridor over 16.2 miles from the Bethesda Metrorail station in Montgomery County to 
the New Carrollton Metrorail/MARC/Amtrak station in Prince George’s County. Adverse 
environmental impacts to ecological resources resulting from the preferred alternative are 
relatively low. Stream impacts are approximately 5,507 linear feet, wetland impacts of 0.88 
acres, forest impacts of approximately 48 acres, and 8.63 acres of park acquisition. EPA 
recognizes that updated and detailed analysis for many resources has been completed since the 
DEIS and that while several resource impacts have been decreased, some, including parks, have 
increased. Additional avoidance and minimization techniques should be incorporated where 
practicable, and appropriate mitigation developed, as the project moves forward. 


Environmental Protection Angency, cont’d. 
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MTA will consider all of EPA’s recommendations and will continue to coordinate with EPA 
during the development of the Environmental Compliance Plan. 


MTA will continue to look for opportunities to further avoid or minimize impacts and 
develop appropriate mitigation measures as the project moves forward. 


MTA looks forward to future coordination with EPA. 
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EPA recognizes efforts made to evaluate and address community concems and impacts, 
to coordinate this project with the community and resource agencies, and detail avoidance and 
minimization efforts as well as mitigation. EPA has appreciated efforts to present updated 
project information and developments at Interagency Review Meeting. EPA would be pleased to 
continue to be involved in the project as well as participate in more detailed development of 
wetland and stream compensatory mitigation, We appreciate efforts taken to improve and update 
the environmental justice analysis and the cumulative effects analysis for the FEIS using most 
recently available data. 


The FEIS includes mitigation for long-term operational impacts as well as construction 
effects; however, there still remains a great deal of information that should be or is planned to be 
shared with the public, including information regarding noise, vibration, utility disruptions, and 
traffic and pedestrian movements. EPA suggests that FTA and Maryland Transit Administration 
(MTA) consider the best ways to share and communicate relevant information, which may not 
yet be available, with the public and local stakeholders after the Record of Decision (ROD) and 
during construction. EPA supports memorializing environmental and community commitments 
in order to ensure that the efforts and mitigation identified in the FEIS are carried forward during 
future phases, We understand that a Transportation Management Plan (TMP) and 
Environmental Compliance Plan (ECP) will be developed after the ROD and prior to the 
initiation of construction. Please find additional suggestions for your consideration regarding 
future communication and environmental commitments that may be included in the ECP or 
TMP. 


Thank you for providing EPA the opportunity to review the Purple Line Project FEIS. 
EPA looks forward to working with FTA and MTA as the project moves forward. If you have 
any questions regarding these comments, the staff contact for this project is Ms. Alaina 
McCurdy; she can be reached at 215-814-2741. 


Sincerely, ; 
Neca A CAR 
a 
Barbara Rudnick 
NEPA Team Leader 


Office of Environmental Programs 


Enclosure 
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The Purple Line project will continue its extensive public outreach plan after the ROD is 
signed and during construction. The program will include design and construction phase 
outreach as well as expanded business outreach. 


FTA and MTA have considered all of EPA’s suggestions (as listed in the Enclosure to EPA’s 
comment letter) and will continue to coordinate with EPA in the development of the 
Environmental Compliance Plan and Transportation Management Plan. Many of the 
additional environmental mitigation measures offered for consideration have been 
incorporated into the project contract documents. These are outlined on the following 
pages showing the Enclosure to the EPA letter. 
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Air 





Environmental Protection Agency, cont’d. 


Purple Line FEIS 
Enclosure- Additional Environmental Commitments for Consideration 


Consider whether an air quality and dust control specification could be put in place, 
which would outline necessary measures and requirements for contractors to follow in 
order to control on- and off-site nuisance dust. Consider implementing a dust control 
program. 7 

Consider whether a PM-10 or PM-2.5 monitoring program should be utilized. 

Use ultra-low sulfur diesel (ULSD) fuel in off-road construction equipment with an 
engine horsepower (HP) rating of 50 HP or above. 

Use diesel engine retrofit technology in off-road equipment to further reduce emissions. 
Such technology may include diesel oxidation catalyst/ dicsel particulate filter 
(DOC/DPF), engine upgrades, engine replacements, or combinations of these strategies; 
Limit unnecessary idling times on diesel-powered engines to three minutes; 

Locate diesel-powered exhausts away from fresh air intakes 

Control dust related to the construction site through a Construction Environmental 
Protection Program (CEPP), including a Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Plan that 
includes, among other things, spraying of a suppressing agent (nonhazardous, 
biodegradable) on dust piles, containing fugitive dust, and adjusting construction 
activities to respond to meteorological conditions, as appropriate, ; 


Noise and Vibration 


Where practicable, schedule individual project construction activities to avoid or 
minimize adverse impacts. Consider using noise barriers, including temporary barriers, 
semi-permanent barriers, noise curtains, and/or noise tents. Consider using vibration 
reducing techniques or mitigation measures. Consider how best to communicate the use 
of these techniques to the public. 

Coordinate construction activities with projects under construction in adjacent and nearby 
locations to avoid or minimize impacts. 

Consider condition of surrounding buildings, structures, infrastructure, and utilities, 
where appropriate. Consider whether pre-construction building inspections are ; 
warranted. Consider whether any special protection is needed for historic properties. 
Prepare contingency measures in the event established limits are exceeded, Consider 
steps to avoid generating noise/vibration from cumulative operations that may exceed 
noise limits. 

Consider establishing a public communication plan in order to keep the public informed 
and attempt to reduce public frustration. This plan could include regular public meetings, 
emails, a hotline, and other notices. The plan could also include expanded and clarified 
information on the construction impacts, operations and schedule. 

Consider whether a noise technician/acoustical engineer is needed during peak 
construction phases. ; 7 
Suggest restricting the use of certain types of equipment during noise/vibration-sensitive 
hours. Consider restricting night work all together. Consider sharing information 
specific to pile-driving and blasting operations and whether special notification 
procedures may be necessary. 
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Mitigation for dust and emission control is a commitment made in the FEIS and discussed in 
Attachment A of the ROD. FTA and MTA considered the mitigation measures offered by 
EPA. Most of these have been incorporated into the contract documents being prepared for 
the private Concessionaire who will be performing the construction activities. Specifically: 

e The Concessionaire is required to have a Construction Environmental Protection Program 
(CEPP) and Dust Control Plan. 

e The Concessionaire is required to have an off Road Diesel Emission Plan meeting the EPA 
Tiered percent usage requirements. Potential methods for achieving this requirement 
include use of clean fuels as well as diesel engine retrofit technology in off-road 
equipment. 

e Contract documents have been updated to include the 3-minute idling times for diesel- 
powered engines and the requirement to located diesel-powered exhausts away from 
fresh air intakes. 


Mitigation and minimization measures for noise and vibration control are commitments 
made in the FEIS and discussed in Attachment A of the ROD. FTA and MTA considered the 
mitigation measures offered by EPA. Most of these have been incorporated into the 
contract documents being prepared for the private Concessionaire who will be performing 
the construction activities. Specifically: 

e There will be a Noise Control, Monitoring and Mitigation plan. The plan establishes 

performance requirements; however suggestions provided to avoid or minimize noise 

effects are noted as potential methods of achieving the required noise control. The plan 
requires the Concessionaire to maintain calibrated noise measurement devices and take 
noise readings during construction. The MTA will also have available experienced noise 
technicians/acoustical engineers to ensure compliance. Finally, the necessity for 
temporary relocations will be developed by the Concessionaire as part of this plan. 

The Concessionaire is required to identify and implement measures to minimize vibration 

and the contract documents include additional vibration and monitoring requirements 

related to pile driving, blasting, and tunneling. 

The Transportation Management Plan (TMP) is required to identify and coordinate with 

adjacent projects. 

The Concessionaire is required to have a Protection of Existing Structures Plan. This plan 

will outline requirements including pre-construction condition assessments, where 

appropriate. 

e The Noise Control, Monitoring and Mitigation Plan, Vibration monitoring and mitigation, 
and Protection of Existing Structures Plan all require action and mitigation should 
allowable limits be exceeded. 

e The MTA will lead the public outreach efforts and will prepare a public outreach plan for 
the construction phase of the project, with support from the Concessionaire. The items 
suggested are anticipated to be included in MTA’s public outreach plan. 

e Times of work and/or noise restrictions are being developed as part of the agreements 
with local governments and agencies. Public notification of noise intensive activities will 
be part of MTA’s public outreach effort supported by the Concessionaire. 
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Environmental Protection Agency, cont’d. 


Consider whether temporary relocations of noise/vibration-sensitive receptors are an 
option or whether relocations are necessary. 


We encourage that each of the commitments outlined in Section 4.20 be included in the 
ROD. 

Consider how to communicate final forest planting mitigation plans that will be 
coordinated with the Department of Natural Resources to the public. 

Be sure to communicate construction related and/or permanent park access and other 
property access changes with the public as more information becomes available closer to 
construction, 

Suggest providing additional, more detailed information to the public during construction 
regarding construction generated dust and congestion and associated effects on 
community resources, as limited information was available at the time of the FEIS. 

As more information becomes available through coordination with utility service 
providers, please consider the best way to share this information with the public who may 
be impacted by service disruptions. Suggest memorializing how residents will be 
notified of disruptions, and when notifications will be given. Consider what steps/actions 
may need to be taken in the event of an unexpected service outage. 





March 2014 


Responses 


Attachment A to the ROD includes project commitments. The MTA will lead the public 
outreach efforts and will prepare a public outreach plan for the construction phase of the 
project, with support from the Concessionaire. The plan will include methods to 
communicate project information to the public including the items offered for 
consideration. There are also specific requirements for required notifications, including 
impacts to residential and business utility service. 
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Comments 
National Capital Planning Commission 


NCPC STAFF COMMENTS 


PROJECT: MTA/FTA Purple Line FEIS (NCPC File No, 6884) 


NCPC POINT OF CONTACT: Michael Weil (email: michael.weil(@ncpe.gov, phone: 
202.482.7253) 


DATE: Oct, 30, 2013 








Section Page | Comment 

4.6.1 Regulatory 4-49 | Inreference to “NCPC has interpreted this Act to mean that any 
Context and proposed development within the lands acquired with funding under 
Methodology - “U.S, the Capper-Cramton Act must be submitted to NCPC for review and 
Capper-Cramton Act to the M-NCPPC for review and approval.” Suggested Revision: 

of 1930” NCPC has interpreted this Act to mean that any proposed 


development within the lands acquired with funding under the 
Capper-Cramton Act must be submitted to NCPC for review and 
approval, in addition to the M-NCPPC review process, 
4-49 | In reference to “/n compliance with the Capper-Cramton Act, the 
NCPC would review the analysis of the impacts of the project to these 
stream valley parks, and the M-NCPPC would approve the analysis 
based upon comments received from the NCPC.” Suggested Revision: 
In compliance with the Capper-Cramton Act, the NCPC would fully 
analyze and approve all proposed project-related changes to the 
stream valley parks with guidance from federal, State, and M- 
NCPPC planning policies, and public comments acquired through 
the NEPA process. 
4-49 | Inreference to “During their review of the AA/DEIS, the NCPC sent 
correspondence, dated January 16, 2009, informing FTA and MTA 
that it will consider the following factors when reviewing plans for 
development in these parks...” Suggested Removal: “Approval of the 
alignment of the future extension of the Capital Crescent Trail.” 
NCPC would not have approval authority over any future Capital 
Crescent Trail improvements unless they require physical disturbance 
of Capper-Cramton acquired property. It appears from the preliminary 
construction plans (August, 2013) that this will not be the case. 

4.6.2 Affected 4-50 | In reference to “The five stream valley parks (Rock Creek, Sligo 

Environment Creek, Northwest Branch, Paint Branch, and Anacostia River) are 
subject to NCPC review and M-NCPPC review and approval under 
the Capper-Cramton Act.” Suggested Revision: The five stream valley 
parks (Rock Creek, Sligo Creek, Northwest Branch, Paint Branch, and 
Anacostia River) are subject to review and approval by both NCPC 
and M-NCPPC under the Capper-Cramton Act. 
4-50 | In reference to “The five stream valley parks (Rock Creek, Sligo 
Creek, Northwest Branch, Paint Branch, and Anacostia River) are 


subject to NCPC review and M-NCPPC review and approval under 
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Comment noted. While FEIS Chapter 4 does not mention NCPC’s approval authority, 
Chapter 6 of the FEIS does describe NCPC’s approval authority. 

ROD Attachment D: Final Section 4(f) Evaluation (Section 1.2.1.2) clarifies the roles and 
responsibilities of NCPC as they relate to construction within parks that were purchased 
using Capper-Cramton Act funding. FTA and MTA acknowledge that NCPC interprets the 
Capper-Cramton Act to require NCPC’s approval for proposed development on lands 
acquired with funding under the Capper-Cramton Act. 


Comment noted. While FEIS Chapter 4 does not mention NCPC’s approval authority, 
Chapter 6 of the FEIS does describe NCPC’s approval authority. FTA and MTA acknowledge 
that NCPC interprets the Capper-Cramton Act to require NCPC’s approval for proposed 
development on lands acquired with funding under the Capper-Cramton Act. This has been 
addressed in ROD Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 


Comment noted. The future extension of the Capital Crescent Trail component of the 
Purple Line project (from Bethesda to Silver Spring) does not require the physical 
disturbance of Capper-Cramton property. No further extension of the trail is proposed as 
part of this project. 


While Chapter 4 of the FEIS does not mention NCPC’s approval authority, Chapter 6 of the 
FEIS does describe NCPC’s approval authority. This has been addressed in ROD Attachment 
G: FEIS Errata Sheet. FTA and MTA acknowledge that NCPC interprets the Capper-Cramton 
Act to require NCPC’s approval for proposed development on lands acquired with funding 
under the Capper-Cramton Act. 
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National Capital Planning Commission, cont’d. 


the Capper-Cramton Act.” Suggested Additional Text: However, 
based on the preliminary engineering plans (August, 2013) 
analyzed by the FEIS, the project's “limit of disturbance” will 
only impact Capper-Cramton acquired property within the Sligo 
Creek, Northwest Branch, and Anacostia River Stream Valley 
Parks. Physical improvements within Rock Creek Park are fully 
contained within county-owned right-of-way, and proposed 
improvements near Paint Branch Stream Valley Park are fully 


| contained within the Paint Branch Parkway right-of-way. 





4.6.3 Preferred 
Alternative — Long- 
Term Operational 
Effects 


4-51 


In reference to “Approval of the alignment of the future extension of 
the Capital Crescent Trail...” Suggested Removal (listed item). While 
NCPC is always supportive of local/regional trail construction; 
promoting walking, recreation, and bicycling; and interested in the 
visual impacts of the proposed new bridges on Rock Creek Park as 
well as connecting the Rock Creek and Capital Crescent Trails, NCPC 
would not have approval authority over any future Capital Crescent 
Trail improvements unless they require physical disturbance of 
Capper-Cramton acquired property. It appears from the preliminary 
construction plans (August, 2013) that this will not be the case, 





Table 4-18 


In reference to “Rock Creek Stream Valley Park” item (row # 6). 
Suggested Revision: The park and trail were purchased and developed 
using Capper-Cramton Act and POS funding. 





In reference to “Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park” item (row # 10). 
Suggested Addition: The park was purchased and developed using 
Capper-Cramton funding. 





In reference to “Paint Branch Stream Valley Park” item (row # 17). 
Suggested Revision: The park was purchased using Capper- 


| Cramton Act and POS Funds. 





4.93 Long-Term 
Operational Effects 
-~VAU 1 


In reference to “The trail connection from the Capital Crescent Trail 
to the Rock Creek Trail would be a switchback path on the northeast 
side of the Preferred Alternative; while designated to minimize tree 
removal, it would nonetheless result in visual changes due to tree 
removal”. Additional Information Requested: Provide | or 2 photo 
simulations that show the area where the new switchback trail will be 


| located (after construction) to show future visual conditions. 





4.9.3 Long-Term 
Operational Effects 
—VAU 4 


4.13.3 Preferred 
Alternative - 
| Mitigation 
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4-87 


| 4-119 





In reference to “In this residential area of high sensitivity the 
Preferred Alternative would have a high visual impact particularly to 
residents”. Additional Information Requested: Provide | or 2 photo 
simulations of the facility through Sligo Creek Park to illustrate its 
“high visual impact” to the area. One photo-simulation could show a 
view along Wayne Avenue (after construction), through the parkland, 
and the other could show the facility crossing through the park at a 


| view perpendicular to the Sligo Creek Parkway. 


In reference to “Where forest impacts occur, MTA will comply with 
MDNR requirements for the final forest planting obligation.” 
Additional Information Requested: Please provide a little more 
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Comment noted. NCPC comment is correct that the Purple Line will impact Capper-Cramton 
acquired property within Sligo Creek, Northwest Branch, and Anacostia River Stream Valley 
Parks. 


Comment noted. The future extension of the Capital Crescent Trail does not require the 
physical disturbance of Capper-Cramton property. 


Comment noted. Text has been revised in the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation in response to 
comment. 


Comment noted. Capper-Cramton funding was referenced in Chapter 6 of the FEIS. 


Comment noted. The current design has no impacts to Paint Branch Stream Valley Park. 


Various sketches and renderings were prepared in the assessment of the Rock Creek 
crossing and bridge design. The image included in Chapter 4 of the FEIS was a view from the 
south along the Rock Creek Trail. As the design progresses, and in support of further 
coordination with M-NCPPC and NCPC, MTA will provide additional documentation 
(including renderings or other visual aids, if appropriate) as needed to support NCPC’s and 
M-NCPPC’s decision-making process under the Capper-Cramton Act. 


A work group will be formed between M-NCPPC and MTA to further study and recommend 
appropriate design and mitigation for the stream realignment at Sligo Creek. They will also 
consider the effects of widening the bridge to accommodate a wider Green Trail. Any new 
structures will match existing elements throughout the park, including aesthetics on the 
parapets and three strand open rail. Renderings could be prepared following the 
recommendations of the work group. MTA will provide additional documentation as 
needed to support NCPC’s and M-NCPPC’s decision-making process under the Capper- 
Cramton Act. 


Selective tree clearing will occur and retaining walls will be designed and constructed, 
where feasible, in an effort to minimize tree loss. MTA is working closely with the 
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4.13.3 Preferred 
Alternative — 
Avoidance and 
Minimization 


4.14.1 Regulatory 
Context and 
Methodology 


National Capital Planning Commission, cont’d. 





information that summarizes the MDNR requirements in this section — 
including the tree replacement ratio/formula, 

In reference to “The CRZ of specimen trees to be retained will be 
protected during construction through the installation of tree 
protection strategies as detailed in the FCP that will be prepared for 
the project.” Additional Information Requested: What are the current 
tree removal estimates for each park crossing (Rock Creek Park, Sligo 
Creek, NW Branch, Anacostia, B-W Parkway)? Using current 
preliminary plans, how many trees will necd to be re-planted based on 
MDNR requirements (for each park crossing)? 

Energy Independence and Security Act (EISA), Section 438. EISA, 
Section 438 contains federal stormwater runoff requirements for 
projects on federal property (B-W Parkway) with a footprint that 
exceeds 5,000 square feet. If applicable, please add this to the list of 
requirements and provide supporting information about project 
compliance where appropriate. For more information, please access 
the EPA’s technical memorandum on Section — at the followi ing 
web address - http://w. af 'eisa-4 





4.14.2 Affected 
Environment 


: f 
In reference to “Several W ‘OL segments have — identifi ed by MDE 
within the project area, and the status and results of the TMDL 
process are summarized as follows: Sligo Creek, Northwest Branch ... 
- TMDLs approved for bacteria, sediment impairments, nutrients, 
trash, and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs).” Additional Information 
Requested: Please provide specific TMDL information (numeric and 
pollutant type) under existing conditions in a summary table for each 
of these streams from the Purple Line Water Resources Technical 
Report (2013). 





4.14.3 Preferred 
Alternative 


4-128 





In reference to “While MTA has strived to avoid or minimize the water 
quality impacts, the project would increase impervious surfaces in the 
study area, which could increase the amount of surface runoff and 
potentially increase the level of contaminants such as heavy metals, 


s rgani s, ar sin the " 
Additional Information Requested: Please provide specific 
information (numeric) related to the potential contaminant increases 
for each of the stream crossings, within the LOD, from the Purple 
Line Water Resources Technical Report (2013). 

In reference to “To the extent that TMDL thresholds pertain to typical 
contaminants from impervious surfaces and transportation 
operations, the project stormwater BMPs designed in coordination 
with the MDE would minimize adverse impacts.” Additional 
Information Requested: Please describe the specific thresholds and 
contaminants that apply to each of the parkland crossings (in 
particular, Sligo Creek, NW Branch, Anacostia, Rock Creek Park), 
and provide examples of BMPs that could be used to minimize future 
potential adverse impacts. Also, please describe what is allowable by 
MDE standards related to future impacts from contaminant increases? 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) to ensure that all tree and forest loss 
due to the project are mitigated in accordance with the Maryland Forest Conservation Act. 
MTA will develop landscaping plans through each park in consultation with the agency with 
jurisdiction. MTA and Montgomery County are currently identifying sites for reforestation 
(replanting trees) or afforestation (planting trees where there were none before) with a 
goal to protect or create habitat where appropriate. Priority areas for reforestation and 
afforestation include open areas within stream and forested corridors. 


The tree removal and re-planting estimates will be identified in the Forest Conservation 
Plan that is currently being prepared. 


The Purple Line will meet the requirements of Section 438 of the EISA. MTA is incorporating 
stormwater management requirements through the use of Environmental Site Design 
(ESD), implemented to the maximum extent practicable which would meet both federal 
and state provisions. As described in the Water Resources Technical Report, it is unlikely 
that the Preferred Alternative would affect or contribute substantially to bacteria levels 
within the subwatersheds. To the extent that TMDL thresholds pertain to typical 
contaminants from impervious surfaces and transportation operations, the project 
stormwater BMPs designed in coordination with the MDE would minimize adverse effects. 
Additional TMDL information has been added to ROD Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 


See above. 


See above. 


See above. 
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National Capital Planning Commission, cont’d. 


Do all resulting increases have to be entirely mitigated or are there 
“acceptable” increase levels for cach type of contaminant? Provide 
relevant information from the Purple Line Water Resources Technical 
Report (2013). 





4-128 


In reference to “The relocation of a section of Sligo Creek north of 
Wayne Avenue would result in the greatest impact.” Additional 
Information Requested: Please describe the impact in more detail, 
reinforced by data from the Purple Line Water Resources Technical 
Report (2013). 





Short-Term | 4-129 | Sligo Creek and Northeast Branch. Should these two streams be 
Construction Effects included in the Short-Term Construction Effects list? If so, please 
— Waters of the U.S. describe the project's construction impacts to these streams, 
and Wetlands reinforced by data from the Purple Line Water Resources Technical 
1 | Report (2013). _ : 
4-130 | In reference to “MTA will restore Sligo Creek approximately 180 feet 


4.19.5 Preferred 
Alternative 


4-156 


upstream and 180 feet downstream of the project bridge to provide 
long-term benefits and enhance its inherent characteristics.” 
Additional Information Requested: Insert a photo simulation to 
illustrate the future condition of the stream once constriction is 
complete, 

In reference to “Both the Lyttonsville Yard and the Glenridge 
Maintenance Facility have been planned and designed in close 
coordination with neighborhood stakeholders and county officials to 
address community concerns and minimize adverse efjects on 
residents.” Comment: Please continue to involve the Army (Forest 
Glen Annex) in planning for the Purple Line/Lyttonsville Maintenance 
Facility as those plans are further refined. 





4.20 Commitments - 
Parks, Recreational 
Facilities, and Open 
Space (Section 4.6) 


Visual Resources 
(Section 4.9) 


| 4-170 


4-171 


In reference to “Coordinate selective tree clearing and identification 
of significant or champion trees with agencies having jurisdiction”. 
Suggested Revision: Coordinate selective tree clearing, identification 
of significant or champion trees, and plan refinement with 
agencies having jurisdiction to minimize the project’s impact to 
visual and park resources, stormwater management, and water 
quali 

Suggested Additional Bullet: MTA will continue to coordinate with 
M-NCPPC and NCPC in the stream valley parks that were 
funded through the Capper-Cramton Act as project plans are 
further refined. 





Habitat and Wildlife 
Section (Section 
4.13) 


| 4-172, 


173 


Suggested Additional Bullet: MTA will continue to coordinate with 
M-NCPPC and NCPC in the stream valley parks that were 
funded through the Capper-Cramton Act as project plans are 
further refined. 





Water Resources 
(Section 4.14) 
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4-173 


Suggested Additional Bulle: MTA will continue to coordinate with 
M-NCPPC and NCPC in the stream valley parks that were 
funded through the Capper-Cramton Act as project plans are 
further refined, 
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A work group will be formed between M-NCPPC and MTA to further study and recommend 
appropriate design and mitigation for the stream realignment at Sligo Creek. NCPC will be 
invited to participate with the work group and more detailed information will be shared 
when developed. 


Northeast Branch is included in the short-term construction effects discussing stream 
diversion (FEIS p. 4-129) and Sligo Creek is included in the discussion of mitigation (FEIS p. 
4-130). 


See previous comment and response on this issue. 


MTA will continue to coordinate with the Army (Forest Glen Annex) as the design 
progresses and throughout construction of the project. 


As design progresses, MTA will look for opportunities to further minimize impacts and will 
coordinate the design as well as any changes with the agency with jurisdiction. MTA and 
the FTA will continue to coordinate with each agency to minimize impacts to each 
respective park and develop mitigation in more detail throughout the design and 
construction phases of the project. 


As requested, MTA will continue to coordinate with the M-NCPPC and NCPC in the stream 
valley parks that were funded through the Capper-Cramton Act as project plans are further 
refined 
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4.22 Anticipated 
Permits and 
Approvals 


6.4.1 Publicly 
Owned Parks and 
Recreational Areas — 
Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park 


Sligo Creek Stream 
Valley Park 


National Capital Planning Commission, cont’d. 


In reference to Table 4-54, Additional Row Required: NCPC; Final 
approval of construction (minimum of 60-70% complete) and 
Environmental Compliance Plans for each of the affected 
“Capper-Cramton” stream valley parks. NCPC will be included 
in the coordination/review process for the Environmental 
Compliance Plans as they are developed to ensure project 
consistency with federal regional planning policies. Additionally, 
project plans for the alignment’s crossing under the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway will be coordinated with NPS and NCPC as 
they are refined, and submitted for Commission action at a final 
60-70%) level of detail. 
In reference to “The FEIS Chapter 4.0 assessment of effects indicates 
that the Preferred Alternative would not cause noise, vibration, or 
visual effects on Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock Creek 
National Recreational Trial.” Additional Information Requested: 
Provide | or 2 photo simulations (either in this section or Section 4.0) 
to show the switchback trail area (after construction) to help illustrate 
future visual conditions, since this area will likely experience the 
greatest tree removal. In addition, provide estimates for the proposed 
tree removal and new tree plantings (to mitigate the removal) in the 
park, as well as a comparison of specific stormwater management and 
water quality-related measures between pre-project and post-project 
conditions from the Purple Line Water Resources Technical Report 
(2013). 
In reference to “While MTA intends to minimize tree removal during 
construction and implement selective clearing techniques, trees within 
the proposed work area would be impacted.” NCPC staff comment! 
recommendation: The meeting notes with M-NCPPC (in Appendix I) 
indicate that approximately 29 trees will be removed. Include this 
information within the text for easier reference. 





Northwest Branch 
Stream Valley Park 


In reference to “Trees will be planted within Sligo Creek Stream 
Valley Park, where practical, to mitigate tree loss that occurs as a 
result of the proposed project.” Additional Information Requested / 
NCPC staff comment: Provide an estimate for how many trees will be 
planted to mitigate the tree removal, pursuant to applicable (State or 
County) requirements. The NCPC Comprehensive Plan includes a no 
net tree loss policy for projects within the National Capital Region. A 
photo simulation of the project area (looking towards the Wayne 
Avenue / Sligo Creck Parkway) once complete would help illustrate 
visual impacts, Lastly, provide a comparison of specific stormwater 
management and water quality-related measures between pre-project 
and post-project conditions from the Purple Line Water Resources 
Technical Report (2013). 








In reference to “FTA is proposing a de minimis use determination for 
the Preferred Alternative at Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park.” 
Additional Information Requested / NCPC staff comment: Provide 
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As requested in this comment, MTA will provide construction plans (at the 6070% level) and 
Environmental Compliance Plans (ECPs) for the affected Capper-Cramton Parks to NCPC for 
approval; MTA will include NCPC in the coordination/review process for the ECPs; and MTA 
will provide project plans for the crossing of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway to NPS and 
NCPC and will submit plans for NCPC action at the 60-70% level. 


See previous comment / response regarding photo simulation. MTA will develop an Erosion 
and Sediment Control Plan, in accordance with the Stormwater Management Act of 2007, 
which will specify proper slope and soil stabilization techniques, erosion and sediment 
controls, and stormwater management facilities. 


This information has been included in ROD Attachment D: Final Section 4(f) Evaluation. 


See previous comment / response regarding photo simulation. 
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National Capital Planning Commission, cont’d. 





Anacostia River 
Stream Valley Park 


estimates for number of trees to be removed and new trees planted as 
mitigation, The NCPC Comprehensive Plan includes a no net tree loss 
policy for projects within the National Capital Region, Lastly, provide 
a comparison of specific stormwater management and water quality- 
related measures between pre-project and post-project conditions from 
the Purple Line Water Resources Technical Report (2013). 





6-51 


In reference to “FTA is proposing a de minimis use determination for 
the Preferred Alternative at Anacostia River Stream Valley Park.” 
Additional Information Requested: Provide estimates for number of 
trees to be removed and new trees planted as mitigation, as well as a 
comparison of specific stormwater management and water quality- 
related measures between pre-project and post-project conditions from 
the Purple Line Water Resources Technical Report (2013). 





Montgomery County 
Survey Area 


Montgomery County right-of-way for the construction of the proposed 

transitway and trail structures.” Suggestion: Reference earlier FEIS 

sections where more detailed estimates and photo simulations will be 
rovided, 

















The tree removal and re-planting estimates will be identified in the Forest Conservation 
Plan that is currently being prepared. MTA will develop an Erosion and Sediment Control 
Plan, in accordance with the Stormwater Management Act of 2007, which will specify 
proper slope and soil stabilization techniques, erosion and sediment controls, and 
stormwater management facilities. 


The tree removal and re-planting estimates will be identified in the Forest Conservation 
Plan that is currently being prepared. MTA will develop an Erosion and Sediment Control 
Plan, in accordance with the Stormwater Management Act of 2007, which will specify 
proper slope and soil stabilization techniques, erosion and sediment controls, and 
stormwater management facilities. 


Baltimore- 6-54 | In reference to “FTA is proposing a de minimis use determination for Renderings from the driver’s perspective were developed as part of the coordination of 

Washington the Preferred Alternative at the Baltimore-Washington Parkway design with the National Park Service, including the driver’s view during construction. These 

Parkway because of the mniigation a enbealeadeeek ropo: sed and the coo dination images will be shared with NCPC. The tree removal and re-planting estimates will be 
be ee oo — identified in the Forest Conservation Plan that is currently being prepared. MTA will 
— planted as mitigation, and a comparison of specific iocnaveiae develop an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan, in accordance with the Stormwater 
management and water quality-related measures between pre-project Management Act of 2007, which will specify proper slope and soil stabilization techniques, 
and post-project conditions from the Purple Line Water Resources erosion and sediment controls, and stormwater management facilities. MTA will provide 
Technical Report (2013), Also, provide one post-project photo additional documentation as needed to support NCPC’s and M-NCPPC’s decision-making 
simulation from a driver’s perspective along the B-W Parkway, process under the Capper-Cramton Act. 

| approaching the re-constructed bridge over Riverdale Road. 
Rock Creek Park 6-65 | In reference to “Tree removal would he reguired within the Comment noted. See previous response regarding photo simulation. 


In the project area, the Baltimore-Washington Parkway has different historic and park 
boundaries. This results in the impacts to the park being slightly higher than the impacts to 


Baltimore- 6-68 In reference to “By refining the transitway alignment along the south the historic resource. The figures have been confirmed and the acreages presented in the 
Washington side of Riverdale Road, MTA would permanently use approximately FEIS are correct 
Parkway 0.54 acres of land from the Baltimore-Washignton Parkway.” , 
Suggested Revision: Change 0.54 00.61" for consistency with In the project area, the Baltimore-Washington Parkway has different historic and park 
information provided in the rest of the document. ; : i : : 
: oe ue AI" bn OR PD boundaries. This results in the impacts to the park being slightly higher than the impacts to 
6-68, | Suggested Revisions: Change “6,61” to “6,72” (temporary occupancy ene Histon The fi have ‘iinied chal th edith 
69 | area) and “0.54” to “0.61” (permanent use) throughout the remainder e historic resource. The figures have been confirmed and the acreages presented in the 
of the section (including Figure 6-42) for consistency. FEIS are correct. 
Sligo Creek 6-70, | Suggested Revisions: Update Temporary Occupancy and Permanent 
Parkway 71 Park Use figures on page 6-70 and in Figure 6-44 to make consistent In the project area, the Baltimore-Washington Parkway has different historic and park 
. with information provided earlier in the FEIS. boundaries. This results in the impacts to the park being slightly higher than the impacts to 
6-70 | In reference to “/n addition, FTA, MTA, and the MHT are preparing a the historic resource. The figures have been confirmed and the acreages presented in the 








Section 106 Programmatic Agreement that outlines commitments and 
mitigation concerning the Sligo Creek Parkway.” Suggested Revision 
/ NCPC staff comment: Please add “NCPC” to this sentence and 
contact us regarding this PA, To date, NCPC has not been involved 
with the Sligo Creek Parkway PA and with NCPC’s approval 








FEIS are correct. 


NCPC has participated in the Section 106 process as a consulting party. NCPC has elected 
not to be a signatory to the Programmatic Agreement (PA) has been included in 
Attachment B. As stated in the PA, the NCPC has designated FTA as the lead agency 


pursuant to 36 CFR 800.2(a)(2) and elected not to become a signatory on this agreement. 
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authority (with Section 106 responsibility) over any physical 

modifications to the park pursuant to the Capper-Cramton Act; staff 
should be included in the process as soon as possible. 

6-70 | Inreference to “FTA is proposing a no adverse effect determination 
regarding the Sligo Creek Parkway.” and “The proposed permanent 
and temporary uses by the Preferred Alternative would not adversely 
afject the features, attributes or activities — historic parkway = that 
qualify the Sligo Creek Parkway for Section 4(f) protection.” 
Additional Information Requested: As previously suggested, provide I 
or 2 photo simulations of the Wayne Avenue / Sligo Creek Parkway 

| | here to show the project after completion. 

6.5.1 Park Agency 6-96 | In reference to “The Baltimore-Washington Parkway is owned by the 
Coordination NPS, and as such, the NCPC has approval authority over this 
property as well” Suggested Revision: The Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway is owned by the federal government, under the 
jurisdiction of the National Park Service. As federal property 
located within the National Capital Region, outside of the District 
of Columbia, the NCPC has advisory review authority over 

___| projects within the park. : — 

6-96 | In reference to “NCPC's formal review process consists of three steps: _ , . ; , 

_...” Suggested Revision: NCPC’s formal process can consist of one, The suggested text revision has been incorporated into Attachment D: Final Section 4(f) 

two, or three stages of Commission review, depending on the Evaluation. 

location and complexity of a project. Regarding the Purple Line, 

the Commission will likely review the project either as a two-stage 

(separate Preliminary and Final actions) or one-stage (combined 

Preliminary/Final action) review. NCPC’s future review timetable 

will depend on when detailed plans are available that adequately 

describe the project’s impacts/mitigation related to visual 
resources, water quality, stormwater management, and other 
environmental factors within the B-W Parkway and parklands 
acquired through Capper-Cramton funding. 









See previous comment / response regarding photo simulation. 


The suggested text revision has been incorporated into Attachment D: Final Section 4(f) 
Evaluation. MTA will provide additional documentation as needed to support NCPC’s and 
M-NCPPC’s decision-making process under the Capper-Cramton Act. 
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U.S. Army Garrison Fort Detrick 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
US ARMY GARRISON FORT DETRICK 
810 SCHREIDER STREET 
FORT DETRICK, MD 21702-5000 


REPLY TO 
ATTENTION OF: 





October 21, 2013 


SUBJECT: USAG comments to Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement 


Mr. Henry Kay 

Motor Transit Administration 
1000 South Charles Street 
Tower 2, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Dear Mr. Henry Kay: 


The US Army Garrison Forest Glen is located at 9000 Brookville Road in Silver 
Spring, MD with satellite facilities in the Bethesda area. The installation is within 50 
feet of the proposed Purple Line corridor and within 1/2 mile of the proposed 
Lyttonsville Station. We look forward to partnering with local, state, and federal 
organizations, and synchronizing long term master plans. 


Please accept the following comments to the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. We would like you to consider mitigating the following during construction: 
vibration and blasting that could affect medical instrumentation (for example, electron 
microscopes and other sensitive equipment); air quality, noise and dust particles that 
could cause employee respiratory concerns; electrical disruption due to possible 
intermittent service; radio waves with the potential to interfere with sensitive 
equipment; traffic congestion from construction vehicles and detours interfering with 
installation access; and water and sewer utility disruptions. These comments address 
our concerns with crosswalks, traffic lights, sidewalks, ADA compliance, and safety. 
This will allow increased employee participation in public transportation and improved 
pedestrian access to the Purple Line stop across from the installation. 


I'd like to reiterate that improving public transportaiton access is important to the 
2,000+ servicemembers and civilians who will work on Forest Glen in the year 2020 
and beyond. Thank you for your consideration of these impacts to the Forest Glen 
Installation. | look forward to working with you. 


Sincerely, 
William J. Crane 


Garrison Manager, 
U.S. Army Garrison Forest Glen 
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MTA will work US Army Garrison Forest Glen during the construction phase of the project. 
MTA will require that the contractor minimize noise, dust, and vibration and that all 
applicable ordinances and requirements be met. 


As the design progresses details of construction will be shared with local stakeholders 
including the schedule, utility impacts, planned haulage routes, and hours of construction. 


The project’s Environmental Compliance Plan, which will be developed after the ROD and 
prior to the initiation of construction, will ensure that contractors employ means and 
methods to avoid or minimize impact to the environment in compliance with construction 
contract documents (FEIS Chapter 5.4) 


MTA is developing a Transportation Management Plan to minimize impacts to traffic during 
construction. The plan, being developed collaboratively with MD State Highway 
Administration, and Montgomery County, will include traffic plans for transit, roadways, 
pedestrian and bicycle traffic. 


MTA expects relatively small areas of the proposed project corridor to potentially 
experience vibration effects from construction activities at any given time. These areas 
section along the transitway where extensive bridge and retaining wall work would occur. 


MTA will perform site specific assessment of the need for vibration mitigation as design 
progress, and use appropriate materials or methods where necessary. These options will be 
evaluated by MTA with regard to both reasonableness and feasibility. Refer to Chapter 4.12 
of the FEIS and the Vibration Technical Report for more detailed information on potential 
vibration impacts and any proposed mitigation measures and ROD Attachment A: 
Commitments and Mitigation Measures for mitigation commitments. 
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Comments 
Maryland Department of the Environment 


Hello Henry: Here are the Purple Line comments that the Clearinghouse 
has received to date. 


From MDE: 

1. Any above ground or underground petroleum storage tanks, which 
may be utilized, must be installed and maintained in accordance with 
applicable State and federal laws and regulations. Underground storage 
tanks must be registered and the installation must be conducted and 

med by a contractor certified to install underground storage tanks 
by the Land Management Administration in accordance with COMAR 
a Contact the Oil Control Program at (410) 537-3442 for additional 
information. 


2. Any solid waste including construction, demolition and land cleari 
debris, generated from the subject project, must be properly disposed of 
at a permitted solid waste acceptance facility, or recycled if possible. 
Contact the Solid Waste Program at (410) 537-3315 for additional 
information regarding solid waste activities and contact the Waste 
Diversion and Utilization Program at (410) 537-3314 for additional 
information regarding recycling activities. 
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Removal of above ground or underground petroleum storage tanks, as well as general solid 
waste associated with construction, will be performed and disposed of in the appropriate 
manner and in accordance with applicable state and federal laws and regulations. 
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Maryland Department of the Environment (2 Letter) 


MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT 
~—___ 1800 Washington Boulevard e Baltimore MD 21230 
MDE 410-537-3000 « 1-800-633-6101 


Martin 0’ Malley Robert M. Summers, Ph.D. 
Governor Secretary 


Anthony G. Brown 
Lt. Governor 


October 15, 2013 


Mr. John Newton 

Maryland Transit Administration 
6 Saint Paul Street, Room 923 
Baltimore, MD 21202 


RE: Purple Line - Final Environmental Impact Statement & Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation 

Dear Mr. Newton: 

The Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) has reviewed the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
(FEIS) & Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation. MDE notes that the additional jurisdictional resources verified by the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers and MDE during the July 30, 2013 Supplemental Jurisdictional Determination Field 
Review are not included in the August, 2013 FEIS. The additional jurisdictional resources should be included in 


the FEIS document. Regardless, please note that the supplemental resources must be included in the forthcoming 
Joint Permit Application submittal. 


If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Emily Dolbin at (410) 662-7400 or by email at 
Emily.Dolbin@maryland.gov. 


Sincerely, 


(stb 
& 
f 


Elder Ghigiarelli/Jr. 










cc: Maria Teresi, Corps of Engineers 
Amanda Sigillito, Chief, Nontidal Wetlands Division 
William Seiger, Chief, Waterway Construction Division 
Emily Dolbin, MDE Consultant Reviewer 
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The map in the FEIS does not show the additional wetlands/waterways that were identified 
at a later date due to design changes. However, the impacts to wetlands/waterways are 
reflected correctly in the FEIS and account for impacts to those additional 
wetlands/waterways that were identified at a later date. The mapping in the Water 
Resources Technical Report does include the additional wetlands and waterways and the 
impacts to these areas are accounted for in the report. Both the original and revised 
wetland delineation mapping is included in Appendix E of the Water Resources Technical 
Report. 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources 


Hello Henry: Here are the Purple Line comments that the Clearinghouse 
has received to date. 


From DNR: MD DNR, through our Integrated Policy and Review Unit, 
Project Review Division (formerly the Environmental Review Unit), has 
been participating in the MD Streamlined Process for Transportation 
Review for the Purple Line project. Comments and review notes have 
been provided in the past at appropriate stages, and the Division will 
continue its review efforts as project planning continues. The project in 
its planning stages has generally remained consistent with the programs 
of the Department 
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Comment noted. 
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Maryland Department of Planning 


Hello Henry: Here are the Purple Line comments that the Clearinghouse 
has received to date. 


From MDP: MDP strongly supports the Purple Line project as it will 
reduce single-occupancy vehicular trips and associated reductions of 
traffic congestion and greenhouse gas emissions in the Baltimore and 
Washington region. The Purple Line will stimulate concentrated mixed- 
use development along the par poleche through Transit-Oriented 
Development (TOD), which will encourage citizens to live, work, shop 
and play in or near transit-accessible communities. The purple line will 
help to reduce commuter congestion and reduce the wear and tear on 
the region's roadways by providing an sustainable, alternative 
transportation option. MDP has been actively involved in the Purple 
Line's planning process since project inception and looks forward to 
pel with MDOT and local jurisdictions to support TOD along the 
transit line. 
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Maryland Historical Trust 


Hello Henry: Here are the Purple Line comments that the Clearinghouse 
has received to date. 


From the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT): MHT is working with MTA to 
complete the Section 106 review process for this undertaking. The 
project will adversely affect historic properties. MTA, MHT, and the 
Consulting Parties are preparing a Programmatic Agreement that 
outlines commitments and mitigation measures concerning historic and 
archeological resources under Section 106. 
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Subsequent to this original correspondence, on November 6, 2013, MHT confirmed MTA’s 
findings of adverse effect on three historic properties. Further, MHT stated that they have 
no objection to the MTA’s effect determinations for the remaining historic properties 
within the project’s Area of Potential Effect (APE). MHT also noted that MTA, MHT, and the 
Consulting Parties are preparing a Programmatic Agreement that outlines commitments 
and mitigation measures concerning historic and archeological resources under Section 
106. The November 6th letter was not a comment on the FEIS, but rather was submitted by 
MHT as part of the Section 106 consultation process and is included in ROD Attachment E: 
Agency Correspondence and the Attachment B: Programmatic Agreement . 
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Montgomery County Planning Board 


MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING BOARD 


THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 


OFFICE OF THE CHAIR 


October 21, 2013 


Mr. Henry Kay 

Maryland Transit Administration 
100 South Charles Street 

Tower 2, Suite 700 

Baltimore, Maryland 21201 


Subject: Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) & Draft Section 
4(f) Evaluation 


Dear Mr, Kay: 


The Montgomery County Planning Board/Park Commission (hereby referred to as simply the 
“Planning Board”) is pleased to submit the following comments in response to the Purple 
Line FEIS and Draft Section 4(f) evaluation. On behalf of the Board, | want to once again 
express our appreciation for the work of your staff led by Project Manager Mike Madden for 
their responsiveness, expertise, and overall commitment to this critical and complex project. 


The Purple Line is central to the County’s future if it is to grow smart and in a sustainable 
manner. It is for that reason — as noted in the FEIS - that the Purple Line has enjoyed long 
standing support in the form of numcrous approved and adopted master and functional plans 
as well as in our on-going work programs like the anticipated resumption of the Greater 
Lyttonsville Sector Plan. 


The Planning Board comments are in part a response to a detailed staff analysis that was 
presented and discussed by the Planning Board on October 17, 2013. That analysis, in the 
form of a staff memo, is available on our web site at montgom lanning! 


While the FEIS demonstrates that the MTA has made significant effort to avoid or minimize 
adverse impacts along the right-of-way, additional minimization and mitigation measures 
must be developed in collaboration with Parks and Planning as design progresses, We expect 
that MTA will continue to work with both Parks and Planning staff to address these matters 
during final design, as well as in the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) to be developed 
between our agencies. Specifically, we expect MTA to further develop and refine: 


1) specific impacts to and mitigation for parkland; 

2) details for stormwater management facilities: 

3) habitat mitigation compensation: 

4) details on culverts and bridge design; 

5) compliance with Section 106 in the case of inadvertent discovery of archacological 
sites in the project area; and, 

6) impacts to the neighborhood centers, 
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Subsequent to receiving this letter, MTA met with the Maryland-National Capital Park and 
Planning Commission (M-NCPPC) Montgomery County Department of Parks on November 
13, 2013 with additional follow-up communications. The meeting focused on the items 
outlined in the letter and many have been refined and addressed in the Final Section 4(f) 
Evaluation and supporting de minimis and temporary occupancy letters which are included 
as ROD Attachment F: Design Refinements Since the August 2013 FEIS. 


MTA will continue to work with Parks and Planning staff as the design progresses including 
the six areas noted in this comment. 
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Montgomery County Planning Board, cont’d. 


These details are important to ensure that the Purple Line continues to conform with County 
land use plans and includes appropriate mitigation. 


Our specific comments are organized below in a manner that reflects the on-going nature of 
the project development. Our focus at this point is on the comments directly related to the 
FEIS and Draft 4(f) Evaluation, while at the same time recognizing that the development of 
agency-specific MOA’s and the Mandatory Referral will be upon us in short order. 


Plannin artment Comments 


Comment 1 — Chevy Chase Lake and Takoma Langley Crossroads Sector Plan Status 


The FEIS (page 4-21) lists the Chevy Chase Lake and Takoma Langley Crossroads Sector 
Plans as “pending approval.” These plans were approved and adopted in July 2013 and June 
2012, respectively, 


Comment 2 — Bethesda Station 


The FEIS Preferred Alternative reflects a Bethesda Station area plan that no longer includes 
the Capital Crescent Trail above the Light Rail Train in the tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue. 
The trail instead would cross Wisconsin Avenue at grade — a feature also included in prior 
adopted master plans. The Planning Department is currently considering another design 
concept for the station as part of the Bethesda Purple Line Station Minor Master Plan 
Amendment process. Both designs would represent a change to the Purple Line Functional 
Master Plan and consideration of both plans as an eventual (if not preferred) outcome is 
consistent with current policy direction from the Planning Board and County Council. 


Comment 3 — Lynn Drive Crossing in Chevy Chase 


The master plan recommendation for the at-grade pedestrian crossing of the Purple Line right 
of way near Lynn Drive was dependent on further analysis of overall feasibility — especially 
the ability to provide a safe crossing. MTA analysis has indicated the at-grade crossing cannot 
be provided at the current design speed and the Planning Board concurs that reducing the 
speed in this section is undesirable. 


Comment 4 — Bridges over Connecticut Avenue 


The design calling for the bridges over Connecticut Avenuc to be placed on fill or box 
structures is not consistent with prior policy guidance and previous representations and is 
therefore highly undesirable. The design for this gateway location should be refined to better 
respond to adopted design guidance in local master plans and prior MDOT supporting 
technical advice for TOD along this specific segment. 


Comment 5 — Master Plan Street B-1 in Chevy Chase Lake 


The design for the bridges that carry the Purple Line and Capital Crescent Trail over 
Connecticut Avenue should accommodate the master planned street B-1 that is proposed to 
connect Manor Road and Chevy Chase Lake Drive. 
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Comment noted. FTA and MTA acknowledge that these plans were approved and adopted 
in July 2013 and June 2012, respectively. This correction has been made; refer to ROD 
Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 


MTA will continue coordination with M-NCPPC throughout the minor master plan 
amendment process and will update plans, as appropriate, if the redevelopment of this 
area is approved and moves forward. 


An at-grade crossing will not be provided at this location. MTA presented options for a 
grade-separated crossing below the transitway but these options are not being carried 
forward based on comments from the Town of Chevy Chase. 


MTA will continue to coordinate with Montgomery County and M-NCPPC on the design of 
the structures over Connecticut Avenue. The structures have been modified to 
accommodate the master planned street B-1. 


The structures have been modified to accommodate the master planned street B-1. 
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Comment 6 — Lyttonsville Maintenance and Storage Facility 


The revised concept plan for the Lyttonsville Maintenance and Storage Facility is generally 
consistent with the latest vision for the area and will be one of the underlying assumptions 
when work on the Greater Lyttonsville Sector Plan resumes. 


Comment 7 — Capital Crescent Trail between Lyttonsville Road and 16" Street 


Recently, MTA received communication from CSX that clarifies their position. CSX’s new 
policy permits them to sell land for a trail as long as it is at least 50 fect from the centerline of 
their tracks, Based on the new CSX policy, MTA will be able to construct the Capital 
Crescent Trail between Lyttonsville Road and 16th Street consistent with the Purple Line 
Functional Plan. This is a very positive outcome. 


Comment 8 ~ Arliss Street 


The FEIS is consistent with the current vision for the Purple Line side running alignment on 
Arliss Street, as recommended in the Long Branch Sector Plan. The Long Branch Sector Plan 
also includes an acknowledgment that the intersection at the north end of the station platform 
on Arliss Street is intended to provide both right and left turns into and out of the immediately 
adjacent parcels and their internal strect network. 


Comment 9 — Bike Lanes on Piney Branch Road and University Boulevard 


We understand that MTA intends to revise its concept plans for a four-lane University 
Boulevard to include bike lanes on Piney Branch Road and University Blvd, consistent with 
the Long Branch Sector Plan, and we support this change. 


Comment 10 — Access to Long Branch Local Park and Community Center 


The Long Branch Sector Plan also recommends that MTA “resolve vehicular access issues to 
the Long Branch Pool and Recreation Center in light of proposed traffic restrictions along 
Piney Branch Road associated with the Purple Line”. This issue is addressed further in 
Comment 12 below and in comments from the Department of Parks, 


Comment 11 — University Boulevard Cross Section 


The Purple Line FEIS is consistent with the current vision for University Blvd because it is 
able to accommodate traffic forecasts with improvements to the roadway network, 
Furthermore, reducing University Blvd from six lanes to four lanes may help implement other 
aspects of the Long Branch Sector Plan outside of the traffic lanes, including the bike lanes, 
landscaped panel, sidewalks, and cycle tracks. 
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MTA worked hard to minimize impacts to the Lyttonsville community and looks forward to 
coordinating with M-NCPPC as the sector plan process resumes. 


The use or purchase of CSX property is under negotiation with CSX. 


The FEIS includes the shift of the alignment to the side of Arliss Street. MTA will continue to 
work with Montgomery County and the local developer on the justification and additional 
right-of-way required for the addition of a northbound left-turn at this location. If the left 
turn is added no additional environmental impacts are anticipated as it is ina developed 
area consisting of parking lots. 


The Preferred Alternative presented in the FEIS includes bike lanes on Piney Branch Road 
and University Boulevard. 


MTA will design and construct a new access to Long Branch Community Center. The new 
access road and parallel trail will be located directly across from Barron Street, through the 
existing site of the Miles Glass Company building, which was recently purchased by M- 
NCPPC, at a signalized intersection. 


Comment noted. 
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Comment 12 - Community Facility and Business Access Challenges 


The Department of Parks has recently acquired the property on Piney Branch Road where the 
Miles Glass Company was previously located in order to partially mitigate the impact on 
access to the Long Branch Local Park and Community Center. Consideration should be given 


to highlighting in the P3 solicitation process those locations along the alignment where 
alternative design or access concepts would be considered — given the unique challenges 
associated with those sites. These include the property owners along Arliss Street, the Long 
Branch Local Park and Community Center on Piney Branch Road, businesses along Bonifant 
Street with on-street parking, Silver Spring International Middle School on Wayne Avenue, 
and Rosemary Hills Elementary School on Porter Road and near Talbot Avenue, the Capital 
Crescent Trail, and the CSX right of way. In general, the Planning Board supports every effort 
to mitigate access and other impacts to existing community facilities and businesses, 


Comment 13 — Noise and Vibration Mitigation 


The FEIS identifies potential noise and vibration impacts and includes a commitment to 
develop appropriate mitigation measures. Technology related to noise and vibration 
suppression is evolving and efforts should therefore be made in the P3 solicitation to place a 
premium on responses and unique approaches that advance mitigation measures where 
feasible. The effort going forward should reflect the fact that this light rail alignment is 
adjacent to a number of sensitive sites in an evolving inner suburban setting. 


Comment 14 ~ Location and Compatibility of Traction Power Substations 


We expect that MTA will continue to work with community stakeholders to identify specific 
approaches for addressing traction power substation compatibility with the surrounding 
setting. The following proposed locations (as shown in Table 4-4 of the FEIS) for these 
stations are in residential settings and are of particular interest: 


Montgomery Avenue — approximately 1,600 feet beyond (east of) Wisconsin Avenue 
Georgetown Branch right of way ~ approximately 300 feet prior to (west of) 
Connecticut Avenue 

Approaching CSX tracks (from west) near Kansas Avenuc 

Wayne Avenue just past (east of) Cloverfield Road 

Arliss Street just past (east of) Flower Avenue 

University Boulevard just past (south of) Seck Lane 


Comment 15 — Public Private Partnership (P3) Procurement 


The P3 procurement process should provide a mechanism for consideration of design 
refinements after the completion of the NEPA process for both the Purple Line and the CCT 
as noted in the FEIS. In addition and more specifically, the MTA should issue written 
guidance within the next 30 days on how on-going design refinements will be considered and 
included (where there is concurrence) during the P3 procurement process. 


Comment 16 — Three Affected National Register-Eligible Properties 


Staff recommends continued consultation to identify appropriate mitigation measures for the 
three affected National Register-eligible properties. 
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MTA will continue to work to minimize impacts to community facilities and businesses 
along the corridor. Ongoing coordination continues and the P3 process will be informed of 
locations where specific access has been determined such as Long Branch Local Park or 
needs to be addressed. In addition, design refinements have been made to facilitate truck 
deliveries to local businesses on Bonifant Street. 


The ROD contains commitments relating to noise and vibration that include specific 
mitigation measures, additional site-specific assessments of those areas identified in the 
FEIS as having potential vibration impacts, and control measures to be implemented by the 
contractor during construction activities. 


MTA has been mindful of the need to consider carefully the location of traction power 
substations, and where appropriate provide landscaping or other screening to address the 
visual impacts of these structures. MTA will work with local stakeholders to identify 
minimization strategies and mitigation for visual impacts. 


The P3 procurement process includes a mechanism for the consideration of design 
refinements. This process will allow for County and M-NCPPC involvement in the review of 
proposals, as appropriate. 


MTA will implement the project in accordance with the Section 106 Programmatic 
Agreement which includes ongoing consultation. 
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Comment 17 — Eight County-Designated Resources 


Although not a requirement under Section 106, staff recommends that MTA work with 
Planning staff to study cight County-designated historic resources to determine whether the 
project will have an effect on them, and if so, to identify appropriate mitigation measures. 


This list includes eight resources that are designated in the Master Plan for Historic 
Preservation: 


Chevy Chase Lake Trolley Station, #35/11 
Madonna of the Trails statue, #35-14-2 
Bethesda Post Office, #35/14-5 

Brooks Photographers, #35/14-6 
Community Paint and Hardware, #35/14-7 
Tastee Diner, #36/13 

Armory Place, #36/14 

Little Tavern, #36/16 
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As part of the Section 106 process, MTA has coordinated with the Maryland Historical Trust 
to identify historic properties, i.e., those that are eligible for or listed in the National 
Register of Historic Places, within the project’s Area of Potential Effects. The properties on 
this list have been reviewed and appear to be no longer extant; outside of the project’s 
Area of Potential Effects; and/or not eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places. Therefore, they would not be part of the Section 106 process according to the 
guidelines set forth in 36 CFR 800 and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
and not subject to mitigation. Regardless of National Register status, the extant properties 
would not be impacted by the project due to their distances from the Preferred Alternative. 
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Comment 18 — Natural Resources 


Planning staff has reviewed the sections of the FEIS regarding the natural environment, While 
we find that MTA has made significant effort to avoid and minimize adverse impacts along 
the ROW, additional minimization and mitigation details must be developed in collaboration 
with MNCPPC Parks and Planning for further refinement. We expect that MTA will continue 
to work with Parks and Planning staff to address these matters during final design, as well as 
in the Memorandum of Agreement to be developed between our agencies. 


The specific design details to be worked through and concurred upon for areas outside of 
parkland, within the ROW and its perimeter, include: 


details and types of stormwater management facilities; 

additional habitat impact reduction; 

suitable habitat (tree) mitigation compensation; 

details on culverts with springs, seeps and/or perennial streams; 

neighborhood impacts mitigation; 

additional analysis and mitigation measures for secondary or minor activity areas such 
as the Chevy Chase Lake and Lyttonsville neighborhoods. 


Planning staff would also like to see MTA go beyond regulatory minimums regarding but 
limited to the following areas: 


¢ Noise mitigation measures for residents affected by “Moderate Impacts” (M-23, M-26, 
M-27A & M-28): 
Mitigation for specimen tree lost throughout the ROW; 
Additional use of “green tracks” beyond the Georgetown Branch where feasible, with 
preference for use in sensitive areas such as Rock Creek, Sligo Creek, Long Branch, 


and Northwest Branch to reduce heavy metals, salt, organic molecules, and nutrients 
entering the receiving waterways; 

¢ Protection of the colony of herons within the forested floodplain of Coquelin Run in 
close proximity to the ROW. Implement protection measures to ensure roosting 
grounds during brooding are undisturbed during the months of May through mid-June. 
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MTA looks forward to continuing coordination with M-NCPPC Parks and Planning staff as 
the design of the project progresses and additional minimization and mitigation measures 
are defined. 

e Specific minimization and mitigation is outlined in the Section 4(f) Evaluation. In 
addition, a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between MTA and M-NCPPC will be 
executed that outlines coordination with MTA including design reviews. 

e M-NCPPC will be provided an opportunity to review stormwater management (SWM) 
reports and plans. 

e MTA will continue to consider measures to reduce habitat impacts during Final 
Design. MTA will prepare a Forest Conservation Plan which will detail additional 
impact avoidance and minimization techniques to be applied during construction. 

e MTA is working closely with the Maryland Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) 
to ensure that all tree and forest loss due to the project are being mitigated in 
accordance with the Forest Conservation Act. The MTA and Montgomery and Prince 
George’s Counties are currently identifying sites for reforestation (replanting trees) or 
afforestation (planting trees where there were none before) with a goal to protect or 
create habitat where it is needed. 

e MTA will design culverts and bridges to MDE standards. Any watershed impacts 
associated with the Purple Line project will be mitigated for through wetland and 
stream mitigation in project area watersheds. A detailed discussion of proposed 
wetland and stream mitigation starts on Page 49 in the FEIS Water Resources 
Technical Report. 

e As discussed FEIS Chapter 4.3, the preferred alternative will not result in a major 
change in community cohesion or neighborhood quality as it will operate in or 
adjacent to existing roadways along most of its alignment. The MTA has made 
continual efforts to respect the integrity of the neighborhoods in which the project 
will be built, using context sensitive design techniques. MTA will continue to meet 
with county planning departments, developers, and surrounding communities to 
avoid or minimize negative land use effects. 

e The FEIS analyzed and assessed the impacts to major, as well as secondary or minor 
activity areas in the vicinity of the alignment. The study area for the analysis of 
neighborhood impact was defined in FE/S Chapter 4.3 as 500 feet to each side of the 
Preferred Alternative alignment. As noted above, MTA will continue to meet with 
county planning departments and local communities to avoid or minimize negative 
land use effects. Regarding the Lyttonsville community, MTA worked hard to minimize 
impacts and looks forward to coordinating with M-NCPPC as the sector plan process 
resumes. 

e The noise impact at these locations is derived from use of transit warning horns at 
stations and crossings. Entirely eliminating the transit horn is not possible due to 
safety concerns. However, MTA is developing a bell and horn policy which will address 
noise sensitive areas and may further mitigate projected noise levels. 

e MTA will comply with Maryland Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) 
requirements for reforestation. As noted above, the MTA and Montgomery and Prince 
George’s Counties are currently identifying sites for reforestation or afforestation. 

e MTA is investigating additional opportunities for the use of Green Track and will share 
recommendations with M-NCPPC. The applicability is based on a number of factors 
including stormwater management, physical location, and the level and/or presence 
of pedestrian or auto traffic; all of which affect the viability of the plant matter. 
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and Northwest Branch to reduce heavy metals, salt, organic molecules, and nutrients 
entering the receiving waterways; 

¢ Protection of the colony of herons within the forested floodplain of Coquelin Run in 
close proximity to the ROW. Implement protection measures to ensure roosting 
grounds during brooding are undisturbed during the months of May through mid-June. 


Comment 19 ~ Sligo Creek Trail 


The Department of Parks and the Planning Department support widening the shared use path 
on the Wayne Avenue bridge to 14 feet wide, as well as enlarging the receiving area for the 
trail on the southwest side of the intersection. 


Department of Parks Comments 


Parks staff appreciates MTA’s coordination on park impacts thus far and looks forward to 
working with MTA throughout the detailed design and construction phases of this project to 
address park impacts and associated mitigation and minimization measures. Below are the 
Department's general commitments/conditions, followed by specific impacts expected at each 
park affected by Section 4(f), and then proposed mitigation for parkland impacts. The 
Planning Board supports de-minimus findings (with mitigation) for all parks affected by 
Section 4(f), on the condition that MTA provides adequate mitigation and minimization 
measures for the project. The Planning Board expects the commitments and mitigation 
package to be incorporated into the Record of Decision (ROD) and into the MOA. 


G LC : ts/Conditi 
Comment 20 — Stormwater Management/Erosion Control and Sediment Control 


M-NCPPC’s National Pollution Discharge and Elimination System (NPDES) MS4 permit 
compels us to incorporate stormwater retrofits for untreated impervious areas into 
infrastructure improvement projects. MTA should commit to retrofit outfalls onto parkland 
to treat previously untreated areas of roads, parking lots, etc. prior to discharge onto parkland. 


Comment 21 ~ Forest Fragmentation and Stream Valley Buffer Impacts 
MTA should commit to minimize tree loss and limit impacts to natural resources, particularly 


where the Purple Line project crosses stream valleys. This effort would include providing 
appropriate tree preservation measures and additional plantings to offset vegetative impacts. 


Comment 22 ~ Stream Crossings 


MTA should commit to utilizing environmentally sensitive designs at all stream crossings and 
improving existing riparian conditions. 
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As stated in Chapter 4.13.3 of the FEIS, MTA will continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC and 
MDNR regarding the heron colony located within Coquelin Run to ensure that any concerns 
are addressed. 


A work group will be formed between M-NCPPC and MTA to further study and recommend 
appropriate design and mitigation for the stream realignment at Sligo Creek. Effects of 
widening the bridge to accommodate a wider Green Trail will be considered. 


The construction of the Purple Line is a MD State project and SWM approvals, including 
water quality SWM requirements, are under the jurisdiction of MDE. The Purple Line 
intends to address MDE’s water quality SWM requirements through on-site and potentially 
off-site SWM measures. 


MTA will prepare a Forest Conservation Plan which will detail additional impact avoidance 
and minimization techniques to be applied during construction. MTA will comply with 
Maryland Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) requirements for reforestation. MTA 
will continue to coordinate with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) and other 
regulatory agencies to identify measures to avoid or minimize stream impacts. 


MTA has committed to environmentally sensitive stream crossings at Sligo Creek, Long 
Branch, and Rock Creek, and to work with Parks staff to develop mitigation plans at those 
streams. 
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Comment 23 — Interim Conditions/Park Modifications 


MTA should commit to providing appropriate improvements to existing park facilities to 
accommodate the Purple Line and restore full functional usage of cach park, 


Comment 24 — Minimize Disruptions to Park Users 


MTA should ensure that park facilities remain open during the construction of the Purple Line 
project, unless otherwise approved by the Department of Parks. This will involve providing 
temporary facilities and transitions, detours, public notifications, ete. as needed. 


Comment 25 — Technical Review and Park Permits 


All construction on parkland will require Parks’ technical review and approval of the 
proposed designs and issuance of Park Construction Permits. MTA should commit to 
developing a coordination and review protocol that allows sufficient input throughout the 
design process in a timely manner with respect to staff workloads. Please note that should 
MTA desire a “fast-track” review process, they will likely need to provide additional 
resources to Parks staff, as other public agencies managing large scale projects with parkland 
impacts have done. 


ifi a ti ach 


Comment 26 — Elm Street Urban Park 


In addition to the Purple Line, numerous future and proposed projects will be impacting (or 
may impact) this park, These include developer-funded improvements to the playground, 
Montgomery County Department of Transportation’s Capital Crescent Surface Trail, a 
proposed bike share station and possibly a new tunnel route for the mainline Capital Crescent 
Trail. The sequencing of these improvements is unknown. Therefore, MTA will need to 
provide an interim condition for the park that adequately provides for safely redirecting the 
Capital Crescent Trail through the park to 47" Strect, while maintaining functional use of the 
rest of the park. This work shall be completed prior to closing the tunnel under Wisconsin 
Avenue, to accommodate diverted trail traffic passing through the park. 


Comment 27 — Rock Creek Stream Valley Park 


Although the Purple Line project will be primarily constructed within the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way, it will still have impacts to park resources, MTA’s design should improve 
stream valley conditions, including removal of the existing trestle bridge abutments in and 
adjacent to the stream channel to at least 18” below finished grade and appropriate channel 
stabilization. MTA must also connect the CCT to the Rock Creek Trail and should improve 
the trail where it passes under the new bridges to reduce sedimentation problems and 
incorporate sustainable trail design elements. Finally, consistent with Planning Department 
recommendations, MTA should design the new transit line bridge and Capital Crescent Trail 
bridge as signature facilities with aesthetic considerations for park users. Likewise, MTA 
should also design all associated retaining walls in the stream valley with aesthetic 
consideration for park users. 
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MTA will ensure functional interim conditions for parks, access, and parking during 
construction, and continuation of park usage. 


Parks will remain open during construction unless approved. MTA will work with Parks staff 
to coordinate and advertise any changes in access or parking. 


MTA is working with M-NCPPC to develop a review process for coordination during design 
and construction. This will be outlined in the MOA to be developed between the agencies. 
If MTA would select a fast track review process, they would work with Montgomery County 
to determine what additional resources, if any, would be required to assist M-NCPPC staff 
with their review. 


MTA will provide a functional interim condition for the park, reviewed and approved by M- 
NCPPC, prior to its planned redevelopment. 


Contingent upon approval by regulatory permitting agencies, as part of the removal of the 
existing bridge over Rock Creek, the pier foundation within the existing stream channel will 
be removed 12-18 inches below existing grade. The stream will be stabilized with 
appropriate stream design methods that factor hydrology, hydraulics, and existing 
conditions both upstream and downstream of the pier and aquatic passage. The design 
includes a connection between the Capital Crescent Trail and the Rock Creek Trail and the 
Rock Creek Trail will be raised out of the one-year floodplain on an elevated wooden 
boardwalk to reduce existing flooding and siltation issues. The bridges will be designed as 
signature facilities with aesthetic considerations for park users (including the treatment of 
retaining walls). 
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Comment 28 — Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park 


When MTA reconstructs the Wayne Avenue bridge over Sligo Creek to accommodate the MTA is committed to designing an environmentally sensitive stream crossing when 

Purple Line project, MTA should design the bridge as an environmentally sensitive crossing, designing the Wayne Avenue bridge. A work group will be formed between M-NCPPC and 
realigning the stream in a stable plan form to pass under the new bridge, extend the upstream MTA to further study and recommend appropriate design and mitigation for the stream 
and downstream limits of stream restoration in consultation with Parks, and provide realignment at Sligo Creek with the goal of ensuring long-term stability and reducing stress 
appropriate grade control, aquatic habitat, and stabilization of the new channel. MTA will on the stream. More information on this work group can be found in ROD Attachment D: 
need to provide interim conditions to maintain access to the playground, parking lot, and trail Final Section 4(f) Evaluation. In addition, recreational facilities, including the existing 
during construction, The finished design should provide functional usc, stormwater playground within Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park and Sligo Creek National Recreational 
management retrofits for existing untreated impervious areas, and ADA access for the Trail will be accessible during construction. Finally, as part of the ongoing refinement of the 
playground, trail, and parking lot areas. Parks staff notes that the Wayne Avenue bridge is Green Trail design MTA will assess the feasibility of providing ADA compliant access from 
entirely on parkland; it is not along a dedicated right-of-way or on an easement. the existing parking lot west of the stream to the playground area. 


Comment 29 — Long Branch Local Park & Long Branch Stream Valley Park 


The Department of Parks considers the access restrictions to the pool and recreation center to 
substantially impair the park’s operation and substantially diminish the use by park patrons. 
To provide functional use of the existing park, MTA should reimburse M-NCPPC for the 
purchase price of the Miles Glass Company property (bought to maintain adequate access). 


MTA will design and construct a new access to Long Branch Community Center. The new 
access road and parallel trail will be located directly across from Barron Street, through the 
existing site of the Miles Glass Company building, which was recently purchased by M- 


MTA will need to construct a new driveway entrance off Piney Branch Road to align with NCPPC, at a signalized intersection. As discussed in ongoing coordination meetings, MTA 
Barron Street and redesign the existing parking lot to accommodate the widening of Piney will not reimburse M-NCPPC for the purchase price of the property. The current design 
Branch Road and the new park entrance. Additionally, MTA should take responsibility for does not require the redesign of the parking lot, except where the new entrance road will 
realigning the Long Branch Trail to cross Piney Branch Road at Barron Street and parallel the tie-in. MTA is committed to designing an environmentally sensitive stream crossing with the 
new driveway as it enters the park. This reconfiguration will also require stormwater retrofits goal of maximizing capacity and reducing stream velocity. A work group will be formed 

and ADA access for the new park entrance/driveway and the new segment of park trail. The between M-NCPPC and MTA to further study and recommend appropriate design and 
existing box culvert that carries Long Branch stream under Piney Branch Road is inadequate mitigation at Long Branch. Additional information on park mitigation and ongoing 

for the drainage it currently conveys, and extending the existing culvert to accommodate the coordination can be found in Attachment D: Final Section 4(f) Evaluation. 


new road/train cross section will further impair the stream system. MTA will need to replace 
and/or augment the existing box culvert under Piney Branch Road to create an 
environmentally sensitive crossing and provide stream improvements both upstream and 
downstream of the road crossing for long term stream stability and fish passage. 


Comment 30 — New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park Alternative access to the park and temporary parking will be identified during construction, 
as appropriate. MTA will also provide a functional interim condition, for review and 
approval of M-NCPPC Montgomery County Department of Parks, for the park prior to its 
planned redevelopment. Finally, MTA will consolidate its mitigation for permanent use of 
parkland in Montgomery County at a single site adjacent to the New Hampshire Estates 
Neighborhood Park. 


Construction of the Purple Line along University Boulevard will require significant parkland 
impacts to widen the road’s right-of-way. The project also will reconstruct the portion of 
University Boulevard across the park’s frontage. This will restrict pedestrian access and 
eliminate vehicular access to the parking lot during construction. To provide an interim 
condition for the park, MTA must provide alternative access to the park’s facilities during 
construction, as well a temporary replacement parking area dedicated to park users. MTA 
also must provide for functional use of the park following the Purple Line (but preceding the 
construction of Gilbert Street extended, recommended in the Long Branch Sector Plan). The 
design must provide full restoration of all amenities directly and indirectly impacted by the 
Purple Line to create a park user experience equal to or better than the current conditions. 
MTA also must replace all parkland lost throughout the corridor in the Long Branch 
community, ideally adjacent to this park. 
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P d Mitigation for Parkland Impacts: 


Reimbursement for the purchase of the Miles Glass Company property 

SWM retrofit of the entire Long Branch Local Park 

SWM retrofit for the Long Branch Library site 

SWM retrofit for the untreated impervious areas draining to the existing ditch on the 
eastern boundary of New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park 

e Sligo Creek stream restoration between Schuyler Road and Bradford Road 


Finally, our staff memo for the Purple Line agenda item on October 17, 2013 includes 
additional detail on issues more closcly related to any Memorandum of Agreement with this 
or other agencies, and other issues (largely related to the Capital Crescent Trail) in which the 
Planning Board role is generally advisory in nature. We encourage MTA to review the entire 
staff memo as it outlines many issues to be addressed in the development of the upcoming 
MOA’s and the Mandatory Referral. 


Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the Purple Line Final Environmental 
Impact Statement and Draft 4(f) Evaluation. 


Sincerely, 
A a fA 
gran. 
Francoise M. Carrier 
Chair 


Us 


cc; Nancy Navarro, President, Montgomery County Council 
Art Holmes, Director, Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
Elizabeth M. Hewlett, Chair, Prince George’s County Planning Board 
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Subsequent to the issuance of this letter, MTA met with park staff to discuss these 
measures. 
° MTA will not be reimbursing M-NCPPC for the purchase of Miles Glass. 
e SWM retrofits will be discussed in ongoing coordination as part of the overall 
SWM plan for the project. 


e A work group is being formed to study and recommend specific mitigation and 
design issues at Sligo Creek. This is outlined in ROD Attachment D: Final Section 


A(f) Evaluation. 


Staff comments are noted. Some have been addressed in the response to the comments 
outlined above. Others will be discussed as part of the ongoing coordination. 
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PRINCE GEORGE’S COUNTY GOVERNMENT 


TIT 


Department of Public Works and Transportation 





Rushern L. Baker, [tt 


County Executive Office of the Director 
October 21, 2013 
Purple Line 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 


100 S. Charles Street, Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


RE: FEIS Comments 


The Prince George’s County Department of Public Works & Transportation (DPW&T) 
appreciates the opportunity to review and provide comments on Volumes | and II of the August 
2013 Final Environmental Impact Statement & Draft Section 4(F) Evaluation (FEIS). The 
proposed Purple Line is a 16-mile transit line extending from New Carrollton in Prince George’s 
County to Bethesda in Montgomery County and is essential for economic development and 
congestion reduction within the region. The FEIS document represents the culmination of more 
than two decades of work by the Maryland Department of Transportation (MDOT), the 
Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) Division of MDOT, Prince George’s and Montgomery 
Counties, the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission, and numerous other 
agencies and stakeholders. 


DPW&T looks forward to continued coordination with MTA during the preliminary 
engineering phase, the execution of the Memorandum of Understanding, construction and 
implementation of the Purple Line. Comments within are a collaborative effort between many 
offices here at DPW&T, including the Office of Engineering and Program Management, 
Department of Environmental Resources, Department of Permits, Inspection and Enforcement 
and the Office of Transportation. In this light, DWP&T offers the following comments and 





observations on the FEIS. 
Sincerely, 
ant Z- 
arrell B. Moble: 
Acting Director 
Attachment 


ec; Ms. Carla Reid, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer 
Mr. Aubrey Thagard, Assistant Deputy Chief Administrative Officer 
Dr. Haitham Hijazi, Director, DPIE 
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March 2014 
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Prince George’s County Department of Public Works and Transportation 


1. There appear to be few opportunities for convenient vehicle access near proposed MTA will continue to work with Prince George’s County Department of Public Works and 
stations/boarding platforms in order to maximize increased ridership. The FEIS states that Transportation (DPWT) to identify future opportunities for vehicular drop off. 
“Passengers boarding the Purple Line would either walk, ride a bike, transfer from bus, or 
transfer from other rail lines.” Prince George's County still requests that the MTA consider 


opportunities for vehicular drop off areas near proposed stations/platforms. MTA supports the use of permeable pavement, where applicable, and have shared this idea 
with Montgomery County and the University of Maryland for consideration on the Capital 
2. The Capital Crescent Trail through Columbia CC is proposing a permeable pavement, Is there Crescent Trail and bike path through campus. Ultimately, the selected materials will be up 
any reason the other trail systems cannot be permeable pavement in lieu of hot mix asphalt to those agencies as they are funding, will own, and maintain the trails. This would be 
(HMA)? Prince George’s County requests that the maintenance of side paths and trails should similar for trails that may be constructed in Prince George’s County. The Maryland 
be the responsibility of others. Additionally, the incorporation of Green Track, as previously Department of Transportation supports walking and cycling as important modes of 
recommended, is one way to help mitigate impacts. Taking a look as to where this treatment transportation and participates in the construction of bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 


However future maintenance of sidewalks, paths and trails is the responsibility of the local 
jurisdiction and depending on jurisdiction is sometimes transferred to adjacent property 
owners. 


can be implemented along the Purple Line in Prince George’s County should be investigated. 


3. When an existing roadway intersection requires partial improvements due to the LRT, the entire 


intersection needs to be evaluated for ADA compliance. Comment noted. When modifications are being made, the entire intersection has been 


assessed for ADA compliance. 
4. Where the LRT passes under the CSXT/Metrorail along Paint Branch Parkway, it appears Paint 


Branch Parkway needs to be lowered to provide sufficient vertical clearance. The typical section Minimum vertical clearances are being met, the details of which were presented to Prince 
indicates the existing retaining walls will remain. Please provide more detail as to how the George’s County on September 23, 2013. 

project will achieve this vertical adjustment (lowering) of the existing wall. The minimum 
AASHTO and SHA standard for an arterial roadway which is 14 feet and 14.5 feet respectively. 
Prince George's County insists that the minimum standard for vertical clearance be adhered to. 
if there Is an extenuating circumstance as to why it cannot be met, please explain. 


5. Sheet 139; both proposed crosswalks at MD 193 and Campus Drive should align perpendicular The alignment of all crosswalks will be coordinated with both SHA and Prince George’s 
to MD 193. Consider south to north pedestrian crossing at MD 193 and Campus Drive. Due to County in Final Design. The east-west crosswalk across the north leg of Adelphi Road and 
the proposed F-Shaped barrier, pedestrians might be tempted to cross where the barrier ends in Campus Drive has been added to the current plans. 


lieu of crossing Adelphi Road, then Campus Drive. Also, an east west crosswalk appears to be 
missing at the north side of Campus Drive and Adelphi Road. 


6. Sheet 155; How will MTA make the connection from River Road to the NE Branch Trail located The existing trail connection will remain. 
along the west side of the branch? 

7. Sheet 159; proposed retaining wall (Sta. 1088 + to 1089+ Rt.) appears to impact building (St. The retaining wall: doesinot impact the building. 

Bernard's Church?), What is the mitigation plan if there is an impact? ? 


The MTA team prepared the following detailed traffic studies, each of which was submitted 
to Prince George’s County for review and comment; MD 193 Corridor Study; MD 193 at 
Adelphi Road At-Grade Study; Rossborough Lane at Paint Branch Parkway Intersection 
Study; MD 201 Lane Reduction Study; MD 410/Beacon Heights Corridor Study; MD 410 at 
MD 450 At-Grade Study; Ellin Road Traffic Study. In addition, the MTA prepared several 
traffic studies for the University of Maryland to consider various alternatives for Campus 
Drive. 


8. The Traffic Analysis Technical Report did not fully reveal the Purple Line impact on motor vehicle 
traffic. The only MOE evaluated and compared was to LOS. Other critical MOEs, especially 
queue length should be evaluated. In locations where Purple Line is expected to have significant 
impact and cause traffic operation degradation, extra improvements need to be provided by the 
MTA project team and continue to explore the issues and their solutions. 
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10. 


11, 


13. 


14. 


15. 


16. 


Prince George’s County Department of Public Works and Transportation 


The Eastpine Drive re-alignment illustrated in the engineering concept plans (sheet 162 in 
Volume II} is not acceptable. The sharp horizontal roadway curvature produces a horizontal 
sight distance problem among other safety issues. The newly constructed approach opposing to 
64th Avenue should go straight south to connect with Patterson Street. 


The concept plan shows that a travel lane on Paint Branch Parkway has a width of 10.5 feet 
(Sheet 148 & 149), which is not acceptable. Based on the minimum County standard, a travel 
lane and a transit lane should be not less than 11 feet wide. 


The concept engineering plans show 4-foot wide bicycle lanes on sections of University 
Boulevard between STA 491+00 and 500+00 (Sheet 130 and 131}, between STA 527+00 and 
529+00 (Sheet 133 and 134) and Campus Drive between STA 6908+00 and 6915+00 (Sheet 139 
& 140). A5-foot wide bicycle lane is required per minimum standard. 


. The Typical Section on Sheet 449 of 497 show varying Thru travel lanes (11’-0” - 9-7") on 


Campus Drive, A 9'-7" Thru travel lane is not acceptable on Campus Drive between STA 6114+50 
to 6120+04. Per Prince George's County minimum standard, please provide 11 feet of thru 
travel lanes for this section of roadway on Campus Drive. Secondly, there was no Horizontal 
Alignment Plan sheet for this section on Campus Drive within the set of plans. Please provide 
plan sheet/sheets for this section of roadway on Campus Drive. 


Bike pathway connections should be made throughout and along the entire Purple line in Prince 
George’s County, inclusive of locking bike racks and potential protection from elements at 
Stations. There is a need to connect all potential trails, paths, sidepaths, lanes, etc. to allow a 
continuous ribbon of access along the entire length of the Line, determining a minimum width 
(possibly less than standard where necessary) to ensure full connectivity. 


Consider including a median treatment to prevent mid-block crossing along River Road at the 
western end of the proposed M-Square Station (drawing CV-61, page 154) 


Utilize decorative architectural retaining walls where opportunities exist along Kenilworth 
Avenue/MD 201 and MD 410 (drawings CV-63 thru CV-68, pages 156-161), possibly with themes 
from the Anacostia Trails Heritage Area (see Approved Anacostia Trails Heritage Area [ATHA] 
Management Plan). Public artwork along Kenilworth Avenue and MD 410 can support the 
implementation strategies contained in the approved ATHA Management Plan. Consider the 
use of decorative panels on both sides of the raised approaches to the East-West Highway/MD 
410 overpass bridge (drawing CV-65, page 158) 


Drawing CV-67 (page 160) suggests that no pedestrian improvements are planned on this 
segment of Riverdale Road/MD 410. Continuous pedestrian and bicycle facilities should be 
provided as part of the project along the entirety of Riverdale Road from MD 201 to Veterans 
Parkway, 





After the publication of the FEIS, the design of this connection was refined to address 
design concerns. MTA continues to work with DPWT on the design of this connection. A 
connection going straight to the south would require the acquisition of two additional 
homes and put through traffic on different neighborhood streets. Therefore, MTA is not 
adding this connection. The design of the project does not preclude Prince George’s County 
from planning for or adding this connection in the future. 


The lanes have been widened to a minimum of 11 feet. 


The bike lane width met the SHA’s 2012 guidelines, but do not meet their 2013 guidelines. 
The MTA is requesting a bike waiver from the SHA in order to minimize impacts to several 
Section 4(f) resources. 


The 9’-7” lane width is where the reconstructed Campus Drives ties back to existing. The 
plan sheets will be provided to Prince George’s County DPWT. 


Bike lanes/paths are being added along University Boulevard, through the University of 
Maryland, along Kenilworth Avenue, and along southbound Veterans Parkway. MTA will 
continue to work with Prince George’s County to determine where adequate space can be 
provided to accommodate the addition of a shared use path along the transitway in by 
others in the future. 


The current design does not include fencing in the median. If it is determined that it is 
needed in the future, there is a concrete median in this area that could accommodate a 
fence. 


These walls have been identified as opportunity for special treatment and the ideas shared 
for the treatment of the walls in this area have been shared for consideration as part of the 
Art in Transit program. 


The MTA will reconstruct the existing sidewalk from 61st Place to Veterans Parkway. The 
SHA has a capital project to provide new sidewalk from 58th Avenue to 61st Place. Only a 
small portion of Riverdale Road will be affected by the Purple Line because the transitway is 
south of the roadway. Due to the small area of roadway reconstruction MTA continues to 
discuss bike lane requirements with the SHA. 
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Prince George’s County Department of Public Works and Transportation 


17. Consideration should be given to providing a landscape buffer along the north side of Riverdale 
Road (MD 410 along and west of the intersection with Veterans Parkway/MD 410 drawing CV- 
71, page 164). 


The following comments are presented to bring emphasis to the importance of storm water controls in 
the Anacostia watershed where the majority of the project will have the greatest impact. Special 
attention will need to be placed In controlling impervious surfaces, stream crossings, wetland impacts, 
and drainage systems that may need to be upgraded to support the new purple line infrastructure. The 
County prefers that all new SWM controls be designed following low impact strategies for treating 
runoff to the MEP, and blend these new features with the aesthetic nature of the landscape. 


The Anacostia River watershed has TMDLs for nutrients, biological oxygen demand, fecal coliform, trash 
and sediments. In addition, a Chesapeake Bay TMDL is being established that will require nutrient 
reductions across the Bay region. In order to meet the Anacostia and Chesapeake Bay TMDLs it will be 
necessary to decrease the current pollutant loadings. The Northwest Branch, a tributary of the 
Anacostia is already classified by the State of Maryland’s Department of Natural Resources as a “stream 
in poor condition”. Consideration should be given to reduce loads for Total Nitrogen, Total Phosphorus, 
Sediments, and trash from proposed impacted areas. We recognize at this juncture, that this Final 
Environmental Impact Statement is a comprehensive overview of the projected impact, and does not 
contain specific strategies for mitigation. 


18. Better renderings of proposed stations for Prince George’s County, These renderings should 
reflect actual blending with the community and the environmental swm controls, similar to the 
Capital Crescent Trail, Lyttonsville Station, Silver Spring Transit Station are requested. (see pages 
4-85 through 4-87). 


19. All proposed rail line maintenance support facilities must operate with a current Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), in accordance with the NPDES permit. 


20. Proposed SWM ponds at the proximity of the College Park Airport may face regulatory 
restriction from FAA due to geese flocks, alternatives should be provided; 


21. The FEIS addresses federal and state laws and standards but does not address Prince George’s 
County ordinances and standards. Ordinances regarding road construction (road code), 
stormwater management, and zoning as well as other ordinances will likely have an impact on 
the project. For example the Purple Line Design Team has been meeting periodically with 
County staff to evaluate County stormwater management design criteria that are enabled by the 
County stormwater management ordinance. These issues should be addressed. If the project 
will not be complying with local ordinances and standards this also should be covered in the 
FEIS. 


FEIS Comments and Responses 





The sidewalk is shown adjacent to the curb in this area to minimize impacts to adjacent 
properties. If future plans call for a landscape buffer, it may be able to be achieved by 
others through a Sector Plan process as redevelopment occurs. 


Prince George’s County’s TMDL related water quality requirements are EPA requirements 
with the noted intent to reduce nitrogen and phosphorous pollutant loading within the 
Chesapeake Bay watershed. These requirements are separate from and in addition to the 
regulatory SWM requirements for the Purple Line. As required by MDE SWM regulations, 
Environmental Site Design or low impact SWM facilities have incorporated into the project’s 
design of on-site SWM measures to the maximum extent practicable. These on-site 
measures partially address the project’s water quality SWM requirements, with the 
remaining water quality requirements being provided offsite. Regarding off-site water 
quality SWM compensation for the PL, specific locations and the type of facilities are under 
development, with the most viable types of SWM measures being retrofitting existing SWM 
pond and stream restoration. Both of these types of measures will provide some level of 
nitrogen and phosphorous load reductions. Additional reference to TMDL information has 
been added to Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 


More detailed renderings were prepared for the Open Houses held in May 2013 and are 
available on the project website. These include the Takoma/Langley Transit Center, Riggs 
Road, University of Maryland, Riverdale Park, and Beacon Heights in Prince George’s 
County. 


Where applicable, SWPPP’s will be developed for the yards and shop as part of, or following 
final design of the project. 


The FAA has established an 8 km (5 mi.) radius around the airport as the major area of 
concern for wildlife hazards. Currently there are at least five existing wet ponds located 
within a5 mile radius of the College Park Airport (AC 150/5200-33B (8/28/2007) Hazardous 
Wildlife Attractants on or Near Airports). While the proposed SWM pond located at River 
Road and Rivertech Court is within the 5-mile radius, it will be a dry pond with no 
permanent pool of water and is therefore not subject to the FAA restrictions. 


The construction of the Purple Line is a MD State project and SWM/ESC approvals are 
under the jurisdiction of the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE). MDE’s 
review and approval process allows for local agencies to review SWM reports/plans etc. 
This opportunity will be available upon the MDE receiving a Concept Report submittal. 
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Prince George’s County Department of Public Works and Transportation 


22. County permits are required for any work within the county right of ways and for any grading 
work on properties not owned by MTA/State/Federal. On several occasions, DPIE staff met with 
the Purple Line Design Team to discuss the scope of the county's storm water management 
requirements. To date, DPIE has not seen any storm water management plans that will address 
the water quality treatment of disturb areas and new impervious areas that will be proposed. 
Proper identification of point of study to address the quantity control and adequacy analysis of 
receiving storm drain systems and stream channels will be required. There are sections of the 
Purple Line that fall within the drainage area where the mandatory 100 year storm flood control 
is necessary. There is mention of grading to be undertaken within the county’s 100 year 
floodplain, therefore, floodplain delineation approval is required for the existing and proposed 
conditions. 





March 2014 
Responses | 


As noted above, the construction of the Purple Line is a MD State project, and SWM/ESC 
approvals are under the jurisdiction of MDE. MDE’s review and approval process allows for 
local agencies to review SWM reports/plans etc. This opportunity will be available upon the 
MDE receiving a Concept Report submittal. 
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MIN 


THE[MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 
14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive 
Upper Marlboro, Maryland 20772 


a TTY: (301) 952-4366 


www.mAcppe.org/pgco 
Prince George's County Planning Department (301) seers 
Office of the Planning Director D13-091601 


October 18, 2013 


Mr, Robert L. Smith, Administrator 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
6 St. Paul Street 

Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1613 


RE: Purple Line Final Environmental Impact 
Statement 


Dear Mr. Smith: 


The Prince George's County Planning Department appreciates the opportunity to review and provide 
comments an Volumes J and f of the August 2013 Final Arvironmental Impact Statement & Draft Section 
4(F) Evaluation (hereinafter FEIS) for the proposed Purple Line. This document represents the 
culmination of more than two decades of work by the Maryland Department of Transportation (MDOT), 
the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), Prince George’s and Montgomery Counties, The Maryland- 
National Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC), and numerous other agencies and 
Stakeholders. 


The Prince George's County Planning Department of M-NCPPC strongly supports the Preferred 
Alternative for the proposed Purple Line light rail transitway. The Preferred Alternative is a responsive and 
thoughtful transit alternative to the pressures of continued growth in the Washington Metropolitan Region 
and offers a remedy to the current lack of east-west connectivity between Prince George’s and 
Montgomery Counties, The No-Build Alternative woul result in a significant increase in automobile 
traffic and commuting travel times, and diminished economic opportunities compared to the Preferred 
Altemative, The Preferred Altemative would become a vital regional transportation linkage that maximizes 
the potential for mixed-use, transit-oriented development (TOD) at the 21 proposed stations, 1] of which 
are located within Prince George's County. As noted in the FEIS, Prince George's County continues to 
proactively plan for the future of numerous proposed Purple Line station areas in anticipation of new TOD 
and economic development opportunities. 


The Planning Department looks forward to continued coordination with MTA during the final 
engineering design and construction of the Purple Line. At this time, the Planning Department offers the 
following comments and observations on the FEIS. 
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Prince George's County Planning Department of M-NCPPC, cont’d. 
Volume 1 
Executive Summary 


Responses | 


MTA will continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC as design progresses and agree that this 


1. Page ES-4 of the FEIS notes that the Purple Line “transitway, stations, and related infrastructure coordination will be ongoing. MTA will also continue to coordinate on local development 


would be integrated with existing and planned transportation facilities in a manner that 
accommodates or enhances automobile, bus, bicycle, and pedestrian circulation.” Prince George’s 
County and the Planning Department have collaborated with the MTA in the development of 
recent sector plans for Takoma/Langley Park, the Central US | Corridor, Central Annapolis Road, 
and the New Carrollton Metro Station area. Additionally, MTA was a major partner in the 


plans and assist in identifying alternative funding sources available to fund additional multi- 
modal connectivity in the corridor. In addition, a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) 
between MTA and M-NCPPC will be executed that outlines coordination with MTA including 
design reviews. 


development of the 2013 Purple Line TOD Study. These plans and studies advocate multimodal 
connectivity as essential to the successful implementation of TOD. The Planning Department 
looks forward to the continued coordination with MTA as the Department develops the staff draft 
of the update to the 1997 College Park-Riverdale Park Transit District Development Plan, where 
two of the Purple Line stations are proposed to be located. It is essential that we continue to work 
closely to ensure convenient, safe, and multimodal access to and from Purple Line stations and 
adjoining offices, activity centers, and neighborhoods. 


2. With regard to subsection ES 4,3, Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities (pages ES-5 and 
ES-6), collaboration should continue in order to identify locations where additional sidewalks, 
bicycle racks, and storage facilities are most appropriate and feasible. Review of the FEIS suggests 
that some stations located in Prince George’s County are not as well served by these station access 
elements: 


7 River Road - bicycle and pedestrian facilities/connectivity 

. Beacon Heights — additional bicycle consideration 

. Riggs Road, West Campus/Adelphi, East Campus and Annapolis Road — bicycle 
racks 


We look forward to coordinating with MTA regarding the needed station access facilities a5 may 
be appropriate and desired given the intended character of development and anticipated future 
usage. 


3. The funding mechanisms to construct these facilities are as important as the locations of these 
multimodal transportation facilities. The opportunity exists following the Record of Decision to 
pursue additional partnerships and fimding sources that may provide the ability to improve overall 
connectivity near Purple Line stations, MTA touches on this need under section ES.7, Next Steps 
(page ES-9), and the Planning Department is eager to continue working with MTA on project 
planning and implementation with multimodal connectivity as a major point of emphasis, 


1.0 Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action 

1. Section 1.3.3 Existing Transit Service (page 1-9) should note that WMATA provides tush hour Comment noted. This information is included in ROD Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 
“Rush Plus” Yellow Line Metrorail service to supplement the Green Line service at the West 
Hyattsville, Prince George’s Plaza, College Park-U of MD, and Greenbelt stations. 
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Prince George's County Planning Department of M-NCPPC, cont’d. 


2. Figure 1-4, Existing East-West Bus Service (page 1-12) does not show Metrobus Route F4, 
although paragraph | in the left-hand column on page I-13 mentions the F4 Route as one of two 
Metrobus routes serving the area between Silver Spring and New Carrollton, 


2.0 Alternatives Considered 


1, The FEIS identifies “Green Track” as one of the four track types being considered for the Purple 
Line transitway on page 2-29. We strongly endorse the use of “Green Track” in areas where 
high-intensity TOD is envisioned and where stormwater management synergies can best be 
leveraged. Appropriate locations for MTA to consider “Green Track” include areas south of the 
College Park Metro station along River Road to Kenilworth Avenue/MD 201, east of the Riggs 
Road station to the Adelphi Road/West Campus station along University Boulevard/MD 193, and 
along Veterans Parkway/MD 410 between the Beacon Heights and Annapolis Road/Glenridge 
stations, 


2, Pages 2-32 and 4-170 discuss traction power substations, which MTA commits to build “with 
landscaping or appropriate architectural treatments to be compatible with adjacent land uses in 
areas of moderate or high visual sensitivity.” We note that the concept of visual Sensitivity (as used 
in the FEIS) is associated with environmental visual impacts, and asserts that the overall character 
and quality of the built environment and the visual sensitivity of environmentally sensitive 
locations are equally important. We encourage MTA to approach the construction of every traction 
power substation—and every signal bungalow—in Prince George’s County as if they were in areas 
of high visual sensitivity. Unique and interesting architectural treatment; durable, attractive 
materials; appropriate landscaping and screening; and architectural compatibility should be 
incorporated in every one of these structures within the county in order to ensure the highest 
quality of urban design and to mitigate potential negative visual impact, especially as these areas 
develop or redevelop. 


3. Figure 2-17 on page 2-33 shows the proposed configuration of the Glenridge Maintenance 
Facility. We suggest that MTA provide appropriate landscaping and screening of the proposed 
facility and associated parking areas given their high visibility from Veterans Patkway/MD 410, 
and recommend landscaping treatments in excess of the minimum requirements of the Prince 
George's County Landscape Manual for this location. 


3.0 Transportation Effects 


1. Pedestrian safety has been a long-standing concern along the International Corridor (University 
Boulevard/MD 193) in northwestern Prince George’s County. Pedestrian connections along and 
across University Boulevard/MD 193 near and between the proposed Takoma/Langley and Riggs 
rar stations are needed in order to facilitate convenient and safé pedestrian crossings and 
inkages. 


2. Bicycling should be recognized on page 3-7 as a major Station Mode of Access, Bicycle 
accessibility to proposed Purple Line stations—especially thase co-located at Metro stations—is an 
emphasis of Prince George’s County's transportation policies and is particularly important for the 
University of Maryland, College Park campus stations and the College Park Metro and River Road 
stations given the proximity of more than 37,000 college students. 
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Comment noted. MTA did include F4 service in the text and analysis but it was 
inadvertently omitted from the graphic. 


MTA is investigating opportunities for the use of Green Track in Prince George’s County and 
will share recommendations with M-NCPPC and Prince George’s County. The applicability is 
based on a number of factors including stormwater management, physical location, and the 
level and/or presence of pedestrian or auto traffic; all of which affect the viability of the 


plant matter. 


MTA has been mindful of the need to consider carefully the location of traction power 
substations and other project elements, and where appropriate provide landscaping or 
other screening to address the visual impacts of these structures. 


The plans for the Glenridge Maintenance Facility include landscaping along Veterans 
Parkway and screening from the neighborhood, park, and school that surround the facility. 
The design will comply with the Prince George’s County Landscape Manual. 


Signalized pedestrian crossings are provided at both ends of the station platform. Further, 
sidewalks and pedestrian refuge areas have been widened to accommodate increased 
pedestrian movements. 


Approximately 16.5 miles of reconstructed or new bicycle facilities are being provided, 
including a new shared use path across the University of Maryland campus. This has been 
addressed in ROD Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 
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Prince George's County Planning Department of M-NCPPC, cont’d. 
3, 


The Preferred Altemative results in a forecast decrease of 12,243 daily vehicle trips in 2040 in the 
four areas located in Prince George's County, as compared to the No-Build Alternative. This 
represents a significant decrease in the projected vehicle trips and, when combined with the 45 
minute time savings that may be realized between New Carrollton and Bethesda by 2040, it clearly 
demonstrates the positive potential transportation benefits of the Purple Line Preferred Alternative. 


Table 3-6 on page 3.9 suggests that 15 intersections along the Purple Line transitway will fail 
(Level of Service F) under the No-Build Alternative by the year 2040——11 in Prince George's 
County, The Preferred Alternative results in 9 failing intersections with only 3 in Prince George’s 
County; it is noted that 5 intersections are currently failing in the county. This analysis suggests 
that the Preferred Alternative, when built, will contribute to significantly improved intersection 
conditions in northwestern Prince George’s County along the transitway route. 


4.0 Environmental Resources, Impacts and Mitigation 


Section 4.2.1, Regulatory Context and Methodology (page 4-5) contains outdated regulatory 
guidance references. In 2012, the Maryland General Assembly repealed Articles 66B and 28 and 
replaced them with a consolidated Land Use Article. This Land Use Article now provides state- 
Jevel regulation and guidance applicable to land use within Prince George’s and Montgomery 
Counties, 


In the first paragraph of the Zoning subsection of 4.2.2, Affected Environment (page 4-14), there 
is a reference to the 2007 Edition of the County Code of Prince George's County, Subtitle 27, On 
May 7, 2013 the County Council, sitting as the District Council, enacted CB-9-2013 which 
officially codified the 2011 Edition of the Zoning Ordinance of Prince George's County, being 
also Subtitle 27 of the Prince George’s County Code. 


Figure 4-1 on page 4-17 does not accurately reflect the extent of the M Square research and office 
park north of the M Square Station on the existing land use and planned development map. 
Properties in this area shown as “commercial” are undeveloped today, whereas some properties 
classified as “other” are developed with office uses, In general terms, the rest of the major existing 
land uses depicted for the Prince George's County segment of the Purple Line Preferred 
Alternative are accurately reflected, 


Table 4-2, Planned Developments (page 4-19) incorrectly identifies the existing land use for the 
Cafritz Property Development as “forested area and single-family residential.” No single-family 
residences currently exist on this property. Additionally, the M Square Research Park is not 
“undeveloped land;” rather, the research park is partially undeveloped and partially developed with 
more than 500,000 square feet of commercial office space. 


The proper name of the current sector plan for the US | corridor (see pages 4-20 and 4-21) is the 
2010 Approved Central US J Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map Amendment. The pertinent 
planning document for the Purple Line Corridor as reflected on Table 4-3 on page 4-21 should 
read “Purple Line Transit Oriented Development Study (May 2013)”. 
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Comment noted. 


Comment noted. 


Comment noted. This has been addressed in ROD Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 


Comment noted. This has been addressed in ROD Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 


Comment noted. MTA is aware of the current and evolving uses of properties within the 
corridor. The mapping in the FEIS represents both existing and planned development which 
blends land use and zoning. The “other” category includes MXT, or mixed use zoning which 
includes office uses. 


Comment noted. The current state of these areas and proposed development were 
considered in the development of alternatives and decisions on station location, access, 
and road improvements. This has been addressed in ROD Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 


Comment noted. This has been addressed in ROD Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 
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Prince George's County Planning Department of M-NCPPC, cont’d. 


6. The discussion on pages 4-14 and 4-22 suggests that Prince George’s County continues to follow 
the policy guidance of the 1964 On Wedges and Corridors, a General Plan for the Maryland- 
Washington Regional District in Montgomery and Prince George's Counties. Athough some of 
this policy guidance has been implemented since 1964, and some of the 1964 guidance remained 
(or remains) in current policy documents, it should he noted that Prince George’s County officially 
established a new general plan for growth and development in 1982. The county's current general 
plan is the 2002 Prince George 's County Approved General Plan, and this is the document that 
provides countywide policy, land use, and development guidance for Prince George’s County. 


7, With regard to the earlier comment on traction power substation design and Table 4-4, Proposed 
Traction Power Substation Locations and Existing Land Use, planning staff are particularly 
concemed with stations Q12, Q13, Q14, Q17, and Q18 given their proximity to the Central US 1 
Corridor, College Park-U of MD Metro station, Central Annapolis Road Corridor, and New 
Carrollton Metro station, All of these locations are subject to recent or ongoing master planning 
efforts that establish development standards to ensure high-quality development. 


8. The description of the Preferred Alternative alignment through the University of Maryland, 
College Park campus on page 4-73 contains an erroneous reference to the Eppley Recreation 
Center. This facility is located approximately 4 mile to the northwest of the location referenced in 
the second paragraph of the “Transitway Within the District” subheading on this page. 


9. Table 4-49, Ridership Projections (page 4-156), reflects a 48 percent to 93 percent increase in 
Preferred Alternative transit trips compared to the No-Build Alternative in the four areas located in 
Prince George's County. These forecast changes are significant and again point to the importance 
of the Preferred Alternative to the future of Prince George’s County. 


Vv u 


Planning Department staff reviewed the technical documentation and preliminary engineering drawings 
contained in Volume II of the FEIS to identify potential issues that merit additional discussion and 
coordination following the Record of Decision, 


1, Generally speaking, the engineering plan drawings indicate pavement removal areas along the 
flanks of the proposed transitway through Prince George’s County, but do not indicate what type 
of surface or vegetation is anticipated to replace the removed pavement. Select illustrative section 
drawings suggest planted arcas but additional discussion is warranted to ensure that potential 
impacts are minimized and that appropriate replacements fo existing paved areas are identified and 
implemented. 


2. The existing pedestrian/ bike activated signal along Paint Branch Parkway at the Rhode Island 
(Trolley) Trail crossing should be identified (drawing CV-54, page 147). 


3. The engineering plans for the College Park Metro station (see sheet 150, drawing CV-57) do not 
show the relocated and reconfigured bus loop that has been the subject of much coordination 
between MTA, WMATA, and Prince George's County. Additional clarity as to the configuration 
and location of this bus facility is important since the Planning Department is currently working on 
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Comment noted. The current general plan is referenced in Table 4-3 of the FEIS and was 
considered and referenced in the New Starts land use documentation used for the project. 


Comment noted. MTA has strived to locate proposed Traction Power Substation (TPSS) in 
locations of compatible land use and to provide screening and landscaping as a buffer to 
adjacent development. This includes extensive coordination with UMD, Prince George’s 
County, and WMATA. 


Comment noted. Reference was in error and has been corrected in Attachment D: Final 
Section 4(f) Evaluation. 


Comment noted. 


Construction documents will specify the treatment of areas where pavement will be 
removed. If not part of the landscape plan, these areas are typically treated with turfgrass 
or turfgrass sod. 


The existing signal is identified on the December 2013 Preliminary Engineering Plans. 


At the time of the FEIS it was thought that the development on the WMATA site would 
precede the construction of the Purple Line and that the WMATA developer(s) would 
reconstruct the bus loop. Since that time it has become apparent that the Purple Line will 
precede the development. Therefore, the Purple Line will reconstruct the bus loop in 
consultation with WMATA. Working with WMATA, a design has been developed to replace 
and expand the bus loop while avoiding impacts to a stream located on the site. Plans will 
be shared with M-NCPPC as soon as they are developed in more detail. 
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4, Consider including a median treatment to prevent mid-block pedestrian crossings along River 
Road at the western end of the proposed M Square Station (drawing CV-61, page 154). 


5. The importance of the segment of the Preferred Alternative between US 1 and Kenilworth 
Avenue/MD 201 is reinforced by the Planning Department's ongoing work to update the TDDP 
for the College Park-Riverdale Park transit district. This location is also identified in the 2013 
Preliminary Prince George's County Plan 2035 (General Plan update) as part of the county's 
primary employment area. Properties to be served by the Purple Line along Paint Branch Parkway 
and River Road are of utmost importance to the economic and TOD future of Prince George's 
County. 


A major concern in this area is the open drainage typical section for the Purple Line along River 
Road (see drawings CV-S9 through CV-62, pages 152 through 155) in the vicinity of the proposed 
M Square Station platform, because the abutting land is planned to be developed with frontage on 
River Road. A drainage ditch and cut slope is proposed that, at most locations along River 
Road, is contrary to best practices for TOD design and site preparation. This design would 
detract from development of these properties with a high-intensity mix of uses and sever 
new development from direct access to sidewalks, bike lanes, and the M Square Station, The 
open drainage typical section design would be an clement that runs counter to the feedback 
and input that the TDDP update team is hearing from residents, property owners, elected 
officials, and other stakeholders. 


MTA is encouraged to reconsider the design of this entire segment of the Preferred Alternative to 
provide for a more urban solution to any stormwater management issues that may have led to the 
proposed open drainage typical sections. The incorporation of “Green Track”, as previously 
recommended, is one way to help mitigate any impacts, and planning staff is eager to work with 
MTA to identify additional positive solutions, 


6. Utilize decorative architectural retaining walls where opportunities exist along Kenilworth 
Ayenue/MD 201 and MD 410 (drawings CV-63 thru CV-68, pages 156-161), possibly with 
themes from the approved Anacostia Trails Heritage Area (ATHA) Management Plan. Public 
artwork along Kenilworth Avenue and MD 410 can support the implementation strategies 
contained in the approved ATHA Management Plan. Such strategies could include the creation of 
interpretive trails systems and a transit rider’s guide to ATHA (see page 16 of the ATHA Plan). 
Consider the use of decorative panels on both sides of the raised approaches to the East-West 
Highway/MD 410 overpass bridge (drawing CV-65, page 158). 


7. Consider installation of a pedestrian-activated traffic signal and crosswalks on all approaches 
along East-West Highway/MD 410 at Riverdale Road (drawing CV-66, page 159). 


8. Drawing CV-67 (page 160) suggests that no pedestrian improvements are planned on this segment 
of Riverdale Road/MD 410. However, there is an existing dirt pathway on the south side of the 
roadway, and consideration should be given to providing a paved sidewalk to formalize this 
passage and ensure safer pedestrian connectivity. It is our understanding that SHA desires to have 
both on-road bike lanes and a sidepath along MD 410 in some situations. In the event that such a 
*dual-route facility’ cannot be accommodated, we are recommending the provision of a 10-foot 
wide multi-use pathway (sidepath) between the Riverdale Park Station and the Annapolis Road 
Station. However, if some sections of this pathway are required to be narrower than 10 feet, then 
noe should be signed accordingly for safety. This pathway should be illuminated along its entire 
length, 
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The current design does not include fencing in the median. If it is determined that it is 
needed in the future, there is a concrete median in this area that could accommodate a 
fence. 


Comment noted. 


The refinement shifts the alignment slightly south to avoid a climate controlled Verizon 
vault east of Haig Drive. While making this refinement, The submerged gravel wetland was 
redesigned to be more linear in shape to reduce impacts to the development site adjacent 
to the station in M Square. The refinement is discussed in the FEIS and under design 
refinements in ROD Attachment F: Design Refinements Since the August 2013 FEIS. 


These walls have been identified as opportunity for special treatment and the ideas shared 
for the treatment of the walls in this area have been shared for consideration as part of the 
Art in Transit program. 


Comment noted. Will be considered in consultation with SHA during final design. 


The MTA will reconstruct the existing sidewalk from 61° Place to Veterans Parkway. The 
SHA has a capital project to provide new sidewalk from 58"" Avenue to 61" Place. 
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9. Consider using the shoulder to be provided along Riverdale Road/MD 410 (drawing CV-68, page 
161) as a marked bicycle lane. 


10. Consider direct alignment for extension of 64" Avenue to Patterson Street in lieu of the proposed 
s-curve alignment (drawing CV-69, page 162). 


11. A shared use path should be considered along Riverdale Road/MD 410 between (at minimum) 
Veterans Parkway/MD 410 and the Baltimore-Washington Parkway (drawings CV-70 and 71, 
pages 163 and 164) because the right-of-way in this location is too narrow to accommodate on- 
street bicycle lanes and the traffic conditions likely preclude shared roadway usage. 


12, Consideration should be given to providing a landscape buffer along the north side of Riverdale 
Road/MD 410 along and west of the intersection with Veterans Parkway/MD 410 drawing CV-71, 
page 164). 


13. Consider installation of a traffic signal along Riverdale Road/MD 410 at General Access Road 
(drawing CV-75, page 168). 


idera 


I. The inclusion of bicycle parking facilities along the rights-of-way of state and county roads should 
be pursued where needed and feasible. MTA has done an excellent job of providing the conceptual 
improvements to the rights-of-way, including bicycle parking along MD 193 that will make the 
_ near r proposed stations more accessible and usable for modes of transportation other than 

i automobile, 


2. Consider utilizing LED or other high visibility safety signage to wam pedestrians and bicyclists of 
oncoming trains and to control busy track crossings, 


3. Consider utilizing channeling devices to help encourage desired safe behavior in pedestrians when 
they attempt to cross rail tracks. One example is the use of horizontal swing gates with high 
visibility markings to indicate the direction from which the train would be entering the stations, 
This can reduce incidents related to inattention at locations that pedestrians have been routed to by 
the station design and wayfinding, These swing gates are operated by the pedestrian and can 
reduce the number of “dart outs” into the path of an oncoming train. 


4. Continue to work with the county to identify appropriate drop off locations near some stations 
where feasible, 
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Only a small portion of Riverdale Road will be affected by the Purple Line because the 
transitway is south of the roadway. Due to the small area of roadway reconstruction on 
Riverdale Road, MTA continues to discuss bike lane requirements and the use of shoulders 
as a bike lane with the SHA. 


A direct extension of 64 Avenue going straight to the south would require the acquisition 

of two additional homes and put traffic on different neighborhood streets. Therefore, MTA 
is not adding this connection. The design of the project does not preclude Prince George’s 

County from planning for or adding this connection in the future. 


The MTA will reconstruct the existing sidewalk from 61” Place to Veterans Parkway. The 
MTA continues to discuss bike lane requirements with the SHA. 


The sidewalk is shown adjacent to the curb in this area to minimize impacts to adjacent 
properties. If future plans call for a landscape buffer, it may be able to be achieved by 
others as redevelopment occurs. 

Although not shown on the noted plan sheet, a traffic signal is proposed at this location. 


Bicycle parking facilities are being provided adjacent to station areas based on projected 
ridership and as space allows. 


Comment has been noted. The final design of track crossings will include a variety of 
different signing/signal measures. 


Comment has been noted. The final design of track crossings will include a variety of 
different signing/signal measures. 


MTA will continue to work with Prince George’s County to identify future opportunities for 
vehicular drop off. 
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Prince George’s County Planning Department of M-NCPPC, cont’d. 


5. Finally, the most important quality of service factors for passengers as they relate to the design of 
the project should be identified. There are many of these factors to be considered, such as safety 
from crime at stations and platforms, signs and information, and transfer issues. See TCRP Report 
47 - Chapter 2 - Quality of Service Factors. 


The Prince George’s County Planning Department of the M-NCPPC appreciates the opportunity to 
comment on the FEIS and our staff looks forward to future coordination with MTA on station area 
development and access planning during the review of the engineering plans for the Purple Line, If there 
are any questions, please contact Mr. Eric Foster of the Transportation Planning Section at 301-952-3117 
or eric.foster@ppd.mncppe.org, or Mr. Derick Berlage, Chief of the Countywide Planning Division at 301- 
952-4711 or derick.berlage@ppd.mneppc.org. 


Sincerely, 


Fem Piret 
Planning Director 


c: Elizabeth M. Hewlett, Chairman, Prince George's County Planning Board 
Ronnie Gathers, Director, Department of Parks and Recreation 
Vanessa Akins-Moselcy, Special Program Coordinator, Strategy and Implementation 
Derick Berlage, Chief, Countywide Planning Division 
Ivy Lewis, Chief, Community Planning Division 
Eric Foster, Supervisor, Transportation Planning Section 
John Kaii-Ziegler, Supervisor, South Section, Community Planning Division 
Faramarz Mokhtari, Planner Coordinator, Transportation Planning Section 
William Washburn, Planner Coordinator, Central Section, Community Planning Division 
Chad Williams, Planner Coordinator, North Section, Community Planning Division 
Hyojung Garland, Senior Planner, North Section, Community Planning Division 
Dan Janousek, Senior Planner, Transportation Planning Section 
Victor Weissberg, Special Assistant to the Director, DPW&T 
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MTA understands the importance of not only providing quality of service for passengers but 
the importance of how passengers perceive the quality of the system. MTA is developing 
plans and performance measures to address these issues including outreach and 
communication, safety, reliability, travel times. 
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Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA) 


Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #781 DETAIL 


First Name : John A. 





Last Name: Magarelli 
Business/Agency/Associati WMATA 

on Name: 

Email Address : JMagarelli@wmata.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA) 
appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the Purple Line 
FEIS. As the regional transit operator in the Washington metropolitan 
area, WMATA supports the efforts of the Maryland Transit 
Administration (MTA) to expand transit service in the Purple Line 
oe and improve the quality of life for metropolitan area residents 
and visitors. 


Please note the following comments: 


Al; Chapter 3- General: WMATA continues its capacity analysis of 
its Metrorail Silver Spring Station, in which the transfers between the 
MTA Purple Line and the WMATA Metrorail Line are being evaluated. 

2; Chapter 4- General: The Silver Spring Station of the Purple 
Line should accommodate any future aerial connection to the WMATA's 
Metrorail Station in both design and construction of structure and 
utilities. 

3. Chapter 5- General: While still in draft, the WMATA capacity 
analysis found that without a future aerial connection between the two 
Silver Spring Stations, both the Purple Line and Metrorail Station would 
experience increased congestion in the peak hour by 2020. 

4. Chapter 3- General: MTA should use WMATA's recent report 
"Operations Plan for Metrobus in Bus Rapid Transit/Light Rail 
Transit/Streetcar Corridors" as guidance for the Purple Line's 
relationship to bus services in the corridor. 

5; Chapter 4: WMATA does not agree with the statement "Within 
the cumulative impact study area, the only wetland know to be 
susceptible to forseeable development is along the Indian Creek stream 
valley (Northeast Branch), where transit-oriented development at the 
Greenbelt Metrorail Station is a potential threat to the wetlands". 
Wetlands at the station will be protected, and not impacted by future 
transit-oriented development. Please revise noted statement 
accordingly. 


We look forward to continued coordination with MTA on the next phases 
of this project. 


Sincerely, 


John A. Magarelli, P.E. 

Senior Civil/Transit Engineer 

Office of Real Estate & Station Planning 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
600 Sth Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20001 

(202)962-1357 


[cid:image003.png@01CA9903.12B47B50] 
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MTA continues to coordinate with WMATA on its analysis and future plans at Silver Spring. 


The Purple Line design is compatible with a future mezzanine under consideration by 
WMATA at Silver Spring Station. 


MTA will continue to coordinate with WMATA on the study findings and a potential future 
mezzanine level that would connect the two systems. 


MTA will share this document with local bus transit providers. 


MTA did not intend to suggest that proposed development at the Greenbelt Metrorail 
Station would result in wetland impacts. The intent of the text was to acknowledge that 
there is a wetland system within the general development area, unlike many of the other 
wetland systems in the study area that are located in stream valley parks and other public 
lands not subject to future development. MTA understands that the wetlands at the site 
will be protected as part of any future transit-oriented development. This has been 
addressed in ROD Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 
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IV Comment Summaries and Responses 


Section IV includes summaries of comment topics received from local governments, organizations, businesses, 
and individuals and responses from MTA and FTA on the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). The 
comments were summarized and grouped into categories because of the large number of comments received and 
because many comments addressed similar issues. The comment summaries and responses are organized in the 
order listed below, which generally follows the order that issues were discussed in the FEIS. 


A—General Support for or Opposition to the Purple Line 
B—Purpose and Need for the Project 
C—Alternatives Considered 
D—Transportation Effects 
E—Environmental Resources 
F—Locations of Interest 
G—Construction Impacts 
H—Section 4(f) Resources 
I—Indirect and Cumulative Effects 
J—Public Involvement 

K—E valuation of Alternatives 


Comments regarding specific locations have been grouped together and are listed in Section F—Locations of 
Interest. The Capital Crescent Trail is discussed in Section C. 


In many cases where topics could be assigned to more than one place in the document, a cross reference has 
been provided. For instance, construction vibration on Bonifant Street is discussed in the Section F under 
“Bonifant Street” and Section G under “Construction.” 


These comment summaries and responses include all the comments received on the FEIS except for those 
submitted by agencies which are addressed in Section III of this document. 


Following the responses is a matrix of commenter names which indicates which responses have been provided 
for each commenter. The full texts of the comments are available on the project website, 
www.purplelinemd.com. 


The following sections provide a summary of the comments and the responses to comments, by issue. 


A General Support for or Opposition to the Purple Line 
A.1 Support for the Project 


Many commenters stated support for the Purple Line. Many commenters supported the Purple Line because its 
construction includes the completion of the Capital Crescent Trail. Beyond broad and general support for the 
project, commenters stated the following benefits that they believed the project will provide. 

e The Purple Line provides a much needed transportation alternative. 

e The Purple Line project includes the completion of the Capital Crescent Trail 

e The Purple Line will support revitalization of communities within the corridor. 
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e The Purple Line will support smart growth principles, reducing sprawl and encouraging infill development. 
e The Purple Line will provide long term environmental benefits, particularly improved air quality. 

e MTA has been responsive to community concerns and worked to minimize impacts. 

e MTA has done a good job integrating transit and bike trails. 

e The benefits of the project outweigh the minimal impacts. 

e The Purple Line will reduce congestion. 


Commenters also stated that the Purple Line is long overdue and expressed the need to move the project forward 
in a timely manner and secure funding for its implementation. 


A.2 Opposition to the Project 


Many commenters expressed overall opposition to the Purple Line. Many comments were received opposing the 

project because the project will result in changes to the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail, including loss of 

trees, increased noise, and other changes resulting from construction of the transitway and construction of a 

permanent trail in place of the existing interim trail within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. Other reasons 

for opposition to the project included the following: 

e The project is not needed or justified. 

e The cost of the project is too high and/or sufficient funding is not available. 

e The Purple Line will bring unwanted development to the area. 

e The Purple Line will further the gentrification of some neighborhoods and force the displacement of low- 
income households. 

e The Purple Line will have negative impacts on neighborhoods and communities. 

e The primary beneficiaries of the project will be developers. 

e The Purple Line will not alleviate traffic congestion or lower travel times significantly. 

e The Purple Line will damage the natural environment, including trees. 

e The Purple Line will have noise impacts. 

e The Purple Line will have vibration impacts. 

e The Purple Line will be unsafe. 

e The Purple Line will bring crime. 

e The project will not make money, or the fare will not cover the cost of operations. 


Response: FTA and MTA have considered the public and agency comments on the Purple Line. After evaluating 
the impacts, costs, and benefits of the Purple Line, FTA and MTA have determined that the benefits of the 
project outweigh the impacts and costs (see FEIS Chapter 9—Comparative Evaluation of Alternatives). The 
following sections provide a summary of responses to comments by issue. The Georgetown Branch Interim Trail 
is discussed in Section C.3 of this document. 


B Purpose and Need for the Project 


B.1 Project Need and Justification 


Summary of Comments: Commenters expressed disagreement that there is a need for the project. Commenters 
stated that the project is not needed because the transit needs can be satisfied by existing or improved bus 
service. Another commenter stated that the need was for north-south transit service. 


Response: FTA has considered objections to the need for the project but finds that the purpose and need as 
expressed in FE/S Chapter 1-Purpose and Need are appropriate. 
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The purpose of the Purple Line is to provide faster, more direct and more reliable east-west transit service 
connecting the five major activities centers, in the corridor, Bethesda, Silver Spring, Takoma/Langley Park, 
College Park, and New Carrollton (FEIS, p. 1-1). 


The number of people and jobs in the study area is growing, and more people are traveling east to west and 
vice versa. The existing roads are highly congested, and commuting times continue to increase. The existing 
east-west bus services are unreliable and slow. As stated in the FEIS: 


The impacts of these traffic conditions on bus service are already substantial and future conditions will be 
worse. The congested roadways mean that buses cannot consistently operate on schedule, and travel times are 
not predictable. Not only does this inconvenience riders, it also means that it is very difficult to operate the 
network of services reliably and in a manner that optimizes interconnectivity and mobility (FEIS, Chapter 1.3.2, 
p. 1-8). 


The FEIS also specifically addresses the need for improvement in east-west transit service. It explains that 
“More than 75 bus routes operate in the Purple Line corridor, but of these, just 20 provide east-west service, 
many only for short distances” and “Existing public bus service operating east-west in the corridor consists of 
several overlapping or interconnecting routes.” FE/S, Chapter 1.3.3, p. 1-11; see Figure 1-4, Existing East-West 
Bus Service). This information, as well as other data included in Chapter 1 of the FEIS, provides strong support 
for the FEIS’s finding that “there is a demand for high quality east-west transit service in the Purple Line corridor; 
however this demand is not being met because of the limitations of the existing transportation infrastructure.” 
FEIS, Chapter 1.4, p. 1-16, see FEIS Chapter 1-Purpose and Need, for further discussion. 


B.2 Other Projects 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated support for other projects, often stating that funds should be used for 
those projects rather than the Purple Line. The suggested projects include: 

e WMATA Red Line 

e WMATA Silver Line 

e General WMATA improvements 

e Silver Line 

e North-south transportation solutions 

e Repair of roadway bridges 

e MARC 


Response: These comments raise the issue of whether to fund other projects instead of the Purple Line. Under 
federal law, states and metropolitan areas are required to conduct a comprehensive, multimodal transportation 
planning process. This process must comply with federal regulations (23 CFR. Part 450) and is subject to 
oversight by the Federal Highway Administration and FTA. The transportation planning process serves as the 
vehicle through which State and local decision-makers set priorities for the use of transportation funds. As 
described below, the Purple Line has been appropriately identified as a transportation funding priority through 
the statewide and metropolitan transportation planning processes, in accordance with federal law. 


At the statewide level, transportation projects in Maryland are identified and funded through the State’s 
Consolidated Transportation Program (CTP). The CTP is Maryland's six-year capital budget for transportation 
projects. The CTP includes major and minor projects for the Maryland Department of Transportation (MDOT) 
and the modal agencies and related authorities within the Department, including the Maryland Aviation 
Administration, the Motor Vehicle Administration, MTA, the Maryland State Highway Administration, the 
Maryland Port Administration, and the Maryland Transportation Authority. The CTP also includes Maryland’s 
contribution to WMATA, a regional body that operates a transit system serving the Washington, D.C. 
metropolitan area. These agencies and authorities determined which projects will be advanced forward through 
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the CTP. Working together with Maryland's citizens, local jurisdictions and the local and State delegations, 
projects that preserve transportation system investments, enhance transportation services, and expand 
transportation opportunities throughout the State are added to the CTP. The CTP is updated on an annual basis 
and citizens are provided an opportunity for input into its development. 


At the Washington DC metropolitan level, the agency responsible for transportation planning is the National 
Capital Region Transportation Planning Board (TPB), which is part of the Metropolitan Washington Council of 
Governments (MWCOG). The TPB's planning area covers the District of Columbia and surrounding jurisdictions 
including Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties. The TPB prepares the Constrained Long Range Plan 
(CLRP) and Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The CLRP and TIP include a prioritized list of 
transportation projects that have been identified for funding by the TPB in the Washington, DC, metropolitan 
area. 


At the state level, the Purple Line is included in Maryland’s CTP, and at the metropolitan level in the National 
Capital Region’s CLRP and TIP. These transportation plans and programs also include funding for many other 
improvements to the State and regional transportation systems, including completion of the Silver Line (a new 
WMATA Metrorail line in Virginia, connecting the system to Dulles Airport), operation and maintenance of the 
existing Metrorail system, including the Red Line, improvements to local streets and major roadways, and 
funding for the MARC commuter rail system in Maryland. By including it in these plans, State and local officials 
have appropriately identified this project as a priority for funding in accordance with the planning process 
required by federal law. 


C_ Alternatives Considered 


C.1 Mode of Transportation or Alternative Technologies 


Summary of Comments: Commenters provided suggestions to consider other modes or technologies including bus 
rapid transit, heavy rail, tram/streetcar, and wire-free transit technologies. Many of the people supporting heavy 
rail expressed their desire that the Purple Line be fully integrated with the WMATA Metrorail system. 


Response: The Purple Line planning was initiated in 2003 with the NEPA scoping process following FTA’s 
issuance of a Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an environmental impact statement (EIS). The NOI announced 
that a transitway was proposed between Bethesda and New Carrollton and invited interested individuals, 
organizations, and agencies to provide their ideas, comments, and concerns about proposed alignments, 
modes, and station locations. Beginning in scoping and continuing to this day, MTA has conducted an extensive 
outreach program which has informed the development and refinement of the alternatives. These alignment 
options were considered and are documented in the September 2008 Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (AA/DEIS) as part of early planning for the project. The extensive alternatives development 
and evaluation process conducted for the Purple Line is summarized in FEIS Chapter 2- Alternatives 
Considered, and is based on analyses documented in the FEIS Technical Report, Supporting Documentation for 
Alternatives Development, and the Definition of Alternatives Report (2008). The AA/DEIS included a detailed 
analysis of several modal alternatives, including three bus rapid transit (BRT) alternatives, three light rail 
alternatives, and a Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternative. AA/DE/IS Chapter 2-Alternatives 
Considered and FEIS Chapter 2-Alternatives Considered discusses the modes that were evaluated. In addition, 
other modes, such as heavy rail, were considered in the alternatives development and screening process that 
occurred prior to the 2008 AA/DEIS, and were eliminated because they were found not to be reasonable 
alternatives. 


The evaluation factors in the AA/DEIS included impacts to the natural and built environment, engineering 
feasibility, public input, benefits, level of success in meeting the purpose and need, and cost. 
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After the completion of the AA/DEIS the Governor of Maryland identified a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) in 
August 2009. The LPA identified a mode (light rail) and an alignment. Conceptual engineering continued and 
this alternative was further developed and refined based on public and stakeholder input. This refined alternative 
became the Preferred Alternative evaluated in the FEIS (See FEIS Chapter 2.2-The Locally Preferred 
Alternative) 


The remainder of this response addresses more specifically the comments regarding consideration of (1) the No 
Build alternative; (2) Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) alternatives; and (3) Transportation System Management (TSM) 
alternatives, or expanded bus service; (4) Metrorail alternatives—that is, heavy rail; and (4) alternatives that 
combine two modes, specifically heavy rail and light rail; (5) streetcars; and (6) wire-free transit technologies. 


No Build Alternative 

Summary of Comments: Commenters stated that the No Build Alternative was not adequately analyzed in the 
FEIS. Commenters stated that there was insufficient detail in the description of this alternative and that the 
alternative was based on flawed assumptions because it did not include the Montgomery County BRT Network 
(an “illustrative” project in the CLRP) from the region’s constrained long-range plan (CLRP). 


Response: The No Build Alternative was evaluated in the alternatives development and screening process during 
the AA/DEIS phase of the project and again in the FEIS. It was ultimately not selected because it did not meet 
the purpose and need of the project. 


An “illustrative” project is an unfunded study in the CLRP. Unfunded studies are not included in the assumptions 
for the No Build Alternative. 


Bus Rapid Transit 

Summary of Comments: Commenters questioned whether the study process has adequately considered bus rapid 
transit (BRT) alternatives. Commenters specifically stated a preference for BRT, with some of the comments 
stating support for BRT due to their preference for the Jones Bridge Road alignment as opposed to the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way alignment. 


Commenters stated that: 

e BRT was not studied adequately. A commenter stated that the AA/DEIS failed to accomplish evaluation of 
the Low Investment BRT alternative, including the environmental impacts of each alternative, the cost and 
benefits of the light rail alternatives, and the socio-economic aspects of potential growth. 

e BRT is less expensive than light rail. 

e BRT would have less environmental impacts. 

" BRT would be more environmentally friendly or energy efficient than light rail because hybrid or 
electric buses could be used. 


= BRT would have lower noise and vibration levels and would have less negative effects to communities 
and neighborhoods 


" Bus service would be less disruptive to communities and neighborhoods than light rail. 

e BRT would have less visual impacts because it would not have traction power substations or an overhead 
wire system. 

e Buses are more flexible in traffic and can have flexible routes. 

e Bus lanes need less maintenance than rail lanes, so fares could be kept lower. 


Response: BRT has some benefits, including the fact that BRT is less expensive, BRT would not have the visual 
impacts associated with traction power substations and overhead wire systems, and BRT is more flexible in 
traffic and can have flexible routes, if desired. However, despite these benefits of BRT, light rail was selected as 
the transit mode for the Purple Line for several reasons, including the following: 
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e Light rail is faster than BRT by 9 to 14 minutes for an end-to-end trip. The light rail thus provides 20 to 27% 
more ridership travel time savings. 

e Light rail ridership projections are 15 to 20% higher than BRT projections. 

e BRT has capacity constraints for long-term growth, but light rail meets long-term capacity needs because of 
its ability to accommodate future ridership growth beyond what is projected for 2040. The light rail 
alternatives provide greater capacity, and this capacity can be expanded without jeopardizing operational 
efficiency and reliability. 

e Light rail is strongly preferred by the local jurisdictions and members of the public. There was strong support 
for light rail stated during the AA/DEIS, particularly for the Medium Light Rail Alternative from the public, 
both counties, and most of the local jurisdictions in the Purple Line corridor. 


The following responses address specific concerns raised by commenters regarding consideration of BRT 
alternatives, including (1) definition of the BRT alternatives; (2) cost of BRT alternatives; (3) impacts of BRT 
alternatives. Some of the comments supporting BRT were due to the preference for the Jones Bridge Road 
alignment as opposed to using the Georgetown Branch right-of-way; commenters who favored a Jones Bridge 
Road alignment tended to favor BRT because BRT was identified as the only viable transit technology for that 
alignment. These comments are addressed in Section C.2—Jones Bridge Road Alignment of this document. 


Definition of BRT Alternatives: The AA/DEIS included a detailed analysis of three BRT alternatives, three light rail 
alternatives, a Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternative, and a No Build Alternative. Two BRT 
alternatives (high and medium investment) used the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, while one BRT alternative 
(low investment) followed Woodmont Avenue and Jones Bridge Road and served Walter Reed National Military 
Medical Center (WRNMMC) directly. The analysis conducted during the alternatives analysis and presented in 
the AA/DEIS showed relatively high travel times and low ridership for the Low Investment BRT Alternative. 
Based upon stakeholder input on this finding, including from the Town of Chevy Chase, MTA agreed to conduct 
additional analysis prior to the publication of the AA/DEIS, of two other BRT alternative options that would serve 
WRNMMWC directly and would be medium investment alternatives (including one medium investment BRT 
alternative that used Jones Bridge Road rather than the Georgetown Branch right-of-way). The FE/S Technical 
Report Supporting Documentation on Alternatives Development contains a fuller discussion of this analysis. 
MTA and FTA have continued to evaluate input from the public, but the reasoning supporting the original 
decisions remains valid. 


Lower cost of BRT: Cost-effectiveness is one of many factors considered in the identification of a Preferred 
Alternative. It is true that the BRT alternatives required a lower initial cost and had better cost-effectiveness 
ratings than the light rail alternatives. However, the BRT alternatives provided lower user benefits than the light 
rail alternatives; the BRT alternatives were less reliable, did not provide the same level of travel time savings, 
and had lower projected ridership. In addition, the BRT alternatives were limited in their ability to handle 
increased ridership in the future beyond the design year (see FEIS Chapter 2.1). 


Lower impacts of BRT: The AA/DEIS included a comparative analysis of the six alternatives to identify significant 
differences among them, including air quality, noise, vibration, and energy consumption. The AA/DEIS 
acknowledged that the BRT alternative would have lower impacts on some environmental resources, but 
concluded that “All alternatives have very similar alignments and station locations, and as a result, the natural 
environment impacts are not appreciably different between alternatives’(emphasis added) (AA/DEIS, p. 6-4). As 
shown in AA/DEIS Chapters 4.7, 4.8, and 4.15, the impacts associated with air quality, noise, vibration, and 
energy consumption are minimal to none for all of the Build Alternatives. The greatest visual impacts were 
associated with the use of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way and would be the result of the tree removal. This 
would apply to all light rail alternatives, and any BRT alternative that used the right-of-way. 


For a full description of the analyses of the BRT and light rail alternatives, see the AA/DEIS Air Quality Technical 
Report, and the AA/DEIS Noise and Vibration Technical Report available on the Purple Line website. The 
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environmental analyses for light rail were updated for the FEIS and are described in detail in FE/S Chapters 
4.10, 4.11, 4.12, and 4.19. 


Fewer visual impacts of BRT:\While light rail would have visual elements not included with BRT, the Purple Line is 
being designed to be visually compatible with the community to the extent reasonably feasible. Additionally, the 
Art-in-Transit program will be used to enhance the aesthetics of the structural elements (see FE/S Chapter 4.9- 
Visual Resources). The Purple Line is being designed to be compatible with the sense of place of the 
community and to provide enhanced transit and improved bicycle and pedestrian facilities (see FE/S Chapter 
4.3-Neighborhoods and Community Facilities). 


TSM Alternative or Expanded Bus Service 

Summary of Comments: Commenters stated support for improvements to the existing bus services (additional 
buses or enhanced services). This was proposed as a less expensive and lower-impact alternative than light rail 
or BRT because a separate transitway would not be built. A commenter stated that the state of Maryland and the 
county have failed to implement the improvements to the WMATA Metrobus J1, J2, J3 and J4 routes identified 
in the WMATA Priority Corridor Network Report and that these improvements could have addressed the 
congestion on local roadways and unreliability of bus service. 


Response: The Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternative has been included in the study since its 
initiation in 2003 as a low cost improvement to the existing bus transit system previously required for the FTA 
Alternatives Analysis process. As described in AA/DEIS Chapter 2-Alternatives Considered, the TSM Alternative 
included improvements to transit service that would enhance mobility without the construction of a fixed 
guideway throughout the corridor. The TSM alternative included improved and expanded bus service with 
“express” service in the corridor with more frequent service, fewer stops, queue jump lanes, and signal priority. 


The TSM Alternative does not meet the purpose and need of the project and was therefore not carried forward 
for detailed study in the FEIS. Buses would still be subject to traffic delays and would not provide high level, 
reliable transit service throughout the corridor. Without dedicated bus lanes (which would be part of a BRT 
alternative, not the TSM alternative) the service could not be substantially improved over the existing bus 
services. Further suggestions for additional bus routes, service, reduced fares, or amenities such as benches 
should be addressed to the local and regional transit providers. 


The service improvements for the J1, J2, J3, and J4 routes recommended in the WMATA Priority Corridor 
Network have been implemented. 


Metrorail 

Summary of Comments: Commenters supported the use of heavy rail like the WMATA Metrorail system. 
Commenters stated that the Purple Line could not be well integrated with the Metrorail system unless it was the 
same technology. 


Response: WMATA’s Metrorail system is a heavy rail system. It is powered by a high voltage “third rail” on the 
ground parallel to the tracks. Because of the presence of the third rail and the potential danger of it, Metrorail 
must be in exclusive rights-of-way with no vehicular or pedestrian crossings of the tracks. Therefore, the entire 
system is fenced off to prevent anyone from accessing the track. Metrorail tracks are generally elevated or 
located in tunnels. 


Heavy rail transit options were examined as an option for this corridor several times within the project’s history. 
The following studies looked at heavy rail: East-West Transitway Feasibility Study (1986), Capital 
Beltway/Purple Line Study: Initial Findings and Recommendations (2002), and Bi-County Transitway Metrorail 
Loop Proposal: Alignment Evaluation (2005). These studies eliminated heavy rail as an alternative due to the 
high costs and limited return on public investment. 
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During the initial project development and scoping phase of the Purple Line heavy rail was studied and 
eliminated from consideration. The analysis of this alternative found that it would not optimize public investment, 
as costs would far exceed those of light rail or BRT, while very few additional benefits would be offered. It would 
also have high levels of physical community impact and property acquisition due to the need for an exclusive 
right-of-way. Light rail was determined to best serve the proposed project corridor's identified purpose and need 
and is much more flexible in design and can fit into the surrounding communities. See FEIS, p. 2-4. 


While it was determined that the Purple Line would be a light rail system, the connections to Metrorail remain a 
critical and integral element of the project. MTA has located the Purple Line stations close to the Metrorail 
stations to make transfers quick and convenient. For more information on integration of the Purple Line with 
Metrorail see Section D.1-Public Transportation of this document. 


Use of Two Modes (Metrorail and light rail) 

Summary of comments: A commenter suggested that the Purple Line be built using two different modes; the 
Bethesda to Silver Spring segment should be built as WMATA Metrorail now, and the rest (Silver Spring to 
New Carrollton) would be built as light rail. 


Response: The hybrid alternative proposed by this commenter would involve construction of heavy rail from 
Bethesda to Silver Spring, combined with a light rail line from Silver Spring to New Carrollton. This hybrid 
alternative is not a reasonable alternative because it has many of the same drawbacks as a pure heavy rail 
alternative, and has additional drawbacks associated with combining heavy rail and line rail in the same corridor. 


First, the concept of a heavy rail connection from Bethesda to Silver Spring was analyzed prior to publication of 
the AA/DEIS; the concept was called the Metrorail Loop. See FEIS, p. 2-4. The results of that analysis are 
documented in Section 1.5.1 of the Definition of Alternatives Report (Sept. 2008), which was issued in 
conjunction with the AA/DEIS. As documented in that report, the concept of a heavy rail line from Bethesda to 
Silver Spring was rejected for several reasons, including: “the high cost of the project (estimated at twice that of 
the Purple Line), lower cost-effectiveness, greater impacts to the natural environment, the inability to serve 
communities between Bethesda and Silver Spring, and impact to the outer Red Line stations (stations north of 
Medical Center and Silver Spring).” Definition of Alternatives Report, p. 1-12. A hybrid alternative that included 
heavy rail from Bethesda to Silver Spring (as part of a longer project) would have all of these disadvantages, so 
the same reasons support elimination of such a hybrid alternative. 


In addition, a hybrid alternative would require many users of the Purple Line to make an additional transfer in 
Silver Spring from the heavy rail to light rail or vice-versa. While some transfers are necessary in any transit 
system, it is preferable to minimize unnecessary transfers, because each transfer increases trip times and 
discourages ridership. The combination of heavy rail and light rail within the Purple Line corridor would introduce 
an unnecessary transfer, which would be avoided by a light rail line extending the length of the corridor. 


Finally, WMATA is not a sponsor for the project, and it would need to be a sponsor if an extension of its service 
were planned. 


Streetcars 
Summary of Comments: Commenters proposed the use of a streetcar (tram or trolley) system on existing 
roadways. 


Streetcars: Streetcars are typically single car trains that are smaller and carry fewer passengers than typical light 
rail vehicles. Streetcar systems generally run entirely in mixed-traffic lanes, making it difficult to provide service 
that is faster or more reliable than bus service. The Purple Line includes two-car trains, each car being larger 
than the typical tram or trolley car. A streetcar system would not have sufficient passenger capacity and would 
not be able to provide comparable travel times. This type of service would not meet the purpose and need of the 
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project because it would not provide service that was measurably faster or more reliable than the existing bus 
service. 


Wire-Free Light Rail 
Summary of Comments: A commenter asked MTA to use a wire-free light rail technology for the portion of the 
alignment along the trail in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 


Response: For purposes of the environmental impact analysis in the AA/DEIS and FEIS, the FTA and MTA have 
assumed that the light-rail alternatives would involve overhead catenary systems—that is, poles and wires—to 
provide the electricity that powers the transit vehicles. This assumption was made because virtually all light-rail 
systems on operation have overhead catenary systems. This assumption in the NEPA analysis does not 
preclude selection of a wire-free technology in the procurement process as a means of reducing the project’s 
visual impacts. 


Wire-free technologies would eliminate the need for poles and wires, and therefore would reduce the project’s 
visual effects and avoid concerns about tree branches overhanging the transitway in areas such as the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way. These systems would eliminate the need for some poles and wires. There are 
vehicles currently under development with other propulsion systems that do not require overhead wires; 
however their use is limited and there is not sufficient information to prove their operations or reliability. 


There are two basic types of wire-free systems. One uses an on-board power source (batteries or super- 
capacitors) for wire-free operation over short distances, following which the trains must return to a wired power 
system to recharge the on-board batteries or super-capacitors. In addition, this technology can have other 
operating limitations including running speeds and grades. The second system uses an embedded third rail 
located between the running rails at the same level as the rest of the street. The power supply can be by either 
contact or induction. To protect people and other vehicles, only the areas of the third rail that are under the train 
vehicles are energized. This technology does not have a proven track record in climates with snow and ice. 


Most of the existing wire-free light rail lines rely on overhead wires for the majority of the transit line, but operate 
wire-free only in areas such as historic districts or visually sensitive areas. 


There are a significant number of operational concerns, including use of a third rail power source, recharging of 
on board batteries and maintenance in the Maryland winter climate with wire-free technologies. Another 
consideration is that the wire-free systems currently in use are all proprietary systems. This means that the 
pricing is not competitive, and MTA would be locked into using the selected system. Therefore, the FEIS 
evaluated the Purple Line with the assumption of the environmental impacts associated with the overhead 
catenary. 


MTA is open to hybrid technologies and will encourage fuel efficient vehicles. The final vehicle will not be 
chosen until the final design phase of the project. 


C.2 Alternative Alignments 


Summary of Comments: Commenters expressed support for alignment options that were considered in the 
AA/DEIS but are no longer under consideration in the FEIS, or suggested alternative alignments or transitway 
configurations. These options included: 

e Jones Bridge Road 

e Tunnel options 

e Paralleling the Capital Beltway 

e East West Highway 


1 
Novales, M. Light Rail Systems Free of Overhead Wires, In Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research 
Board, No. 2219, Transportation Research Board of the National Academies, Washington, DC, 2011, pp.30-37, 
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e Single Track 
e Different Termini 
e River Road 


Alternatives related to specific locations are discussed in separate responses in Section F of this document. 


Response in General: The Purple Line Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement (AA/DEIS) 
was initiated in 2003 with the NEPA scoping process following FTA’s issuance of a Notice of Intent (NOI) to 
prepare an environmental impact statement. The NOI announced that a transitway was proposed between 
Bethesda and New Carrollton and invited interested individuals, organizations, and agencies to provide their 
ideas, comments, and concerns about proposed alignments, modes, and station locations. Beginning in scoping 
and continuing to this day, MTA has conducted an extensive outreach program which has informed the 
development and refinement of the alternatives. These alignment options were considered and are documented 
in the AA/DEIS as part of early planning for the project. The extensive alternatives development and evaluation 
process conducted for the Purple Line is summarized in FEIS Chapter 2- Alternatives Considered, and is based 
on analyses documented in the FEIS Technical Report, Supporting Documentation for Alternatives 
Development, and the Definition of Alternatives Report (2008). All the alignments listed below, other than a 
transit line with a terminus in Gaithersburg, were considered during the planning process. See below for specific 
discussion of the suggested alignments. 


Jones Bridge Road Alignment 

Summary of Comments: Commenters stated support for the Jones Bridge Road alignment as opposed to the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way. Comments relating to the Jones Bridge Road alignment for the BRT 
alternative are addressed in Section C.1-Bus Rapid Transit of this document. 


Commenters focused specifically on the potential for the Jones Bridge Road alignment to better serve the Walter 
Reed National Military Medical Center (WRNMMC). WRNMMC was substantially expanded under the Base 
Realignment and Closure Act of 2008 (BRAC). Commenters stated that the Purple Line could serve the 
additional traffic resulting from this expansion. Commenters questioned whether the Purple Line ridership 
models included the additional employment and activity at WRNMMC resulting from the changes made under 
BRAC. 


Response: An alignment along Jones Bridge Road was evaluated in the AA/DEIS, Chapter 2-Alternatives 
Considered and the FEIS, Chapter 2-Alternatives Considered and Appendix A, and in the FEIS Technical 
Report, Supporting Documentation for Alternatives Development, specifically the following memos: #5—Medium 
Investment BRT Variations to the Medical Center; #6—Review of Proposed SHA BRAC-related Intersection 
Improvements along Jones Bridge Road and their Effect on the Purple Line Plans; #10—Implications of the 
Defense Base Realignment and Closure Process; and #11- Visitor Trips to the Walter Reed National Military 
Medical Center. These documents provide further detail on the responses provided below. 

e The congested traffic conditions along Jones Bridge Road contribute travel delay to trips arriving from the 
east. An alignment using Jones Bridge Road would provide less direct service to downtown Bethesda and 
would add approximately 11 minutes to the travel time for the majority of passengers, whose destination is 
downtown Bethesda. 

e The Bethesda Station has one of the highest projected ridership levels on the Purple Line, second only to 
the Silver Spring Transit Center, and the Georgetown Branch right-of-way alignment provides higher 
speeds, reduced travel times, and reliable service that provide benefits throughout the 16-mile system. 

e The downtown Bethesda area is substantially larger than the Medical Center area in terms of population, 
employment, and travel demand, even when the BRAC changes are taken into account. The 2008 analysis 
showed that combined employment around the Medical Center Metrorail Station was expected to grow by 
over 6,000 jobs to 2030. Downtown Bethesda was expected to grow by 5,000 jobs in that same period. The 
6,000 additional jobs expected in the Medical Center area are a relatively small percentage of the expected 
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72,000 jobs in the entire Bethesda / Medical Center area in 2030. As stated in the FEIS, “the travel market 
(defined as the number of residents and jobs near a proposed station) of downtown Bethesda is almost 
twice the size of the WRNMMC [Medical Center] travel market.” (FEIS p. 2-8.) Therefore, even with the 
BRAC changes at WRNMMC, downtown Bethesda remains a far greater travel market. 

e If the Purple Line followed Jones Bridge Road, the attractiveness of travel to and from downtown Bethesda 
from the east would be degraded with the significant travel delay associated with travel along Jones Bridge 
Road, resulting in an overall reduction in ridership. 


Commenters stated that additional roadway improvements are needed to address congestion. Since the 
publication of the WRNMMC FEIS in 2008, most of the intersection and transit access improvements 
recommended in that document have been implemented. Construction of a pedestrian underpass of Rockville 
Pike from the National Institutes of Health to WRNMMC is slated to begin in late 2014. These projects will 
facilitate greater, more efficient access to the Medical Center Metrorail Station (located at the National Institutes 
of Health), making transfers to and from Bethesda, and ultimately the Purple Line, more convenient. 


The transportation and ridership models used in support of this FEIS have been updated to year 2040. These 
models include the most recently approved land use projections for the region, Metropolitan Washington Council 
of Governments (MWCOG) Round 8.0, which includes the BRAC-related and other planned changes in the 
project area. FTA has reviewed and approved of the model and methodology. The updated analysis and 
projections validate the findings of the previous analysis. See FE/S Travel Forecasts Results Technical Report. 


Tunnel Alignments 

Commenters suggested tunnels as a mean of avoiding impacts to the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail and local 
communities, and as a way to eliminate the need to cross major roads. Tunnels were suggested under the 
Beltway, under the Capital Crescent Trail, through Bethesda and Chevy Chase, under East West Highway, to 
NIH, and in downtown and east Silver Spring. 


Response: Tunneling to avoid impacts was considered, but even with modern tunneling methods, tunnels are 
very expensive compared to an at-grade system. Tunnel alternatives would result in very substantial and costly 
below-grade stations (because of requirements for fire and safety measures), impacts in portal areas, and 
associated with ventilation towers. The tunnels do not provide sufficient added user benefits to justify their level 
of expenditure of public funds. Therefore, tunnels were dropped from further consideration except where 
required due to physical site limitations (see FEIS Chapter 2.1.2). As noted in the FEIS, the Preferred 
Alternative would include only one short tunnel section, a 0.3-mile tunnel between Wayne Avenue and Arliss 
Street, referred to as the Plymouth Avenue tunnel. See FEIS, pp. ES-4, 2-23. 


Paralleling the Capital Beltway 
Commenters suggested alignments that followed the Capital Beltway for all or a portion of the route between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


Response: The Purple Line corridor inside the Capital Beltway was identified early in the planning process (see 
FEIS Chapter 1.2 for the project history). The Purple Line is intended to serve five major activities centers, which 
are identified in the purpose and need statement for the project—namely, Bethesda, Silver Spring, 
Takoma/Langley Park, College Park, and New Carrollton. (FEIS, p. 1-1.) An alignment along the Capital Beltway 
would not be easily accessible to passengers without parking facilities and would not serve the activity centers 
identified in the purpose and need statement for this project. See the FEIS Technical Report, Supporting 
Documentation for Alternatives Development, specifically memos #1, Review of Proposals by County Executive 
for Metrorail Purple Line Loop, and #9, Metrorail Loop Proposal Alignment Evaluation. 
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East West Highway 
Commenters suggested the use of East West Highway instead of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


Response: An alignment along East West Highway was considered in the scoping phase of the project; the 
reasons for not carrying it forward for more detailed analysis are detailed in AA/DEIS Chapter 2-Alternatives 
Considered. To summarize, this segment of East West Highway was not carried forward in the FEIS due to a 
very narrow right-of-way that would have extensive property impacts, steep grades making light rail difficult, 
opposition from elected officials, and consideration of which areas would or would not be served. 


Single Track 
Commenters recommended that segments of the Purple Line be single-tracked to minimize the foot print of the 
transitway (and thus minimize tree loss), and reduce the cost of the project. 


Response: As was noted by several commenters, the Purple Line was initially proposed as a single-track line 

between Bethesda and Silver Spring. As the Purple Line evolved from a 4.4-mile project to a 16-mile line with 

much more frequent service, the challenge of operating with segments of single-track became too great. MTA 
studied single-tracking sections of the line at the request of Montgomery County and the Bethesda/Chevy 

Chase community. The analysis and findings were documented in the report Opportunity for the Use of a Single 

Track along the Georgetown Branch Right-of-Way, memo #21 in FEIS Technical Report Supporting 

Documentation for Alternatives Development. The study found that introducing a single-track segment between 

Bethesda and Connecticut Avenue would significantly compromise travel time savings, service frequency, 

passenger carrying capacity, and the maintenance and operating reliability of the entire Purple Line, thereby 

reducing the effectiveness, efficiency, the return on the investment, and many of the mobility benefits of the 
project. Furthermore, because of the tightly constrained width of much of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, 

the amount of tree clearing would not be significantly different for a single-track or double-track alignment. A 

single-track segment between Bethesda and Connecticut Avenue would have adverse operational impacts to 

the entire Purple Line system in Montgomery County and Prince George’s County. These impacts would be: 

e Longer travel times to the riding public—due to the need to wait for trains in the opposing direction; a delay 
along any part of the entire line would be compounded by this single-track section. 

e Less frequent service—trains would not be able to operate at six-minute headways, resulting in a less 
convenient, less attractive service. 

e Lower passenger capacity due to less frequent service and inability to add trains, which will limit future 
ridership growth. 

e _ Difficulty in operating the trains on a reliable schedule. The use of single-track segments requires that the 
trains operate on a very strict schedule. The fact that much of the Purple Line would be operating on 
existing roadways and would be exposed to interactions with other traffic would make maintaining a 
predictable schedule a challenge. For example, a westbound train coming from Silver Spring that has been 
slightly delayed by traffic on Wayne Avenue could hold up the departure of an eastbound train in the 
Bethesda station. 

e Overall restrictions to operations and maintenance, requiring night-time maintenance work or total service 
shut down between Bethesda and Silver Spring to perform required maintenance. 


The projected ridership for the Purple Line is quite high, and single-track would present substantial capacity 
constraints in the face of increased ridership. 


Different Termini 

A commenter suggested that the project extend only from Silver Spring to New Carrollton. Reasons suggested 
included the preservation of the trail, reduced project costs, and avoiding conflicts with people in Chevy Chase. 
Another commenter suggested that the Purple Line have a terminus at Gaithersburg. 
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Response: The Purple Line project scope was based on an identified need for a transportation alternative in the 
corridor between Bethesda and New Carrollton (see FEIS Chapter 1—Purpose and Need). The portion between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring is projected to be the busiest segment of the entire line and was identified as a 
potential transportation corridor in the Montgomery County’s East-West Transit Feasibility Study in 1986. The 
Montgomery County decision to purchase the Georgetown Branch right-of-way for a transitway was in response 
to the results of this study. 


A transit option to Gaithersburg could be a viable project, but it would be a different project than the Purple Line 
and would not serve the purpose for which the Purple Line is intended. 


River Road 

Commenters stated that the impacts to the properties along River Road were too great and consideration should 
be given to relocating the Purple Line from adjacent to River Road, to in River Road where it would operate in 
shared-use lanes with general traffic. Also included with this suggested alignment change was the use of a center 
platform for the M Square Station to reduce right-of-way needs, and alternate stormwater treatments. 


Response: MTA has been coordinating with Prince George’s County and the M-NCPPC extensively throughout 
the alternatives development process and both agencies support the alignment on the side of River Road 
through this area and they see it as compatible with future plans for transit-oriented development. Even if a 
shared-use configuration were considered, it would still result in property impacts to adjacent properties as the 
alignment would still have to pass through the property to return to River Road from the College Park Metrorail 
station. In this particular location, shared use in the street would also require a new signal (not at a local 
roadway) to allow the transitway to enter/exit the roadway, it would require the reconstruction of the River Road 
bridge over the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River, and it would eliminate the ability to provide on-street 
parking along River Road. 


MTA looks forward to the stations serving existing and future development in this area and will continue to look 
for opportunities to enhance pedestrian access and reduce the right-of-way needed for the project. This includes 
alternative solutions for stormwater management to reduce the impacts on adjacent properties. 


C.3 Georgetown Branch Right-of-Way and Capital Crescent Trail 


Summary of Comments: Many comments and one petition regarding the Capital Crescent Trail were received 
opposing the project. Many other commenters stated support for the Purple Line because it would result in the 
completion of the Capital Crescent Trail into Silver Spring. 


Many commenters stated they did not want the Purple Line to be constructed in the Georgetown Branch right- 
of-way, which is the location of the existing Georgetown Branch Interim Trail. Commenters raised the 
following issues: 

e Loss of the Existing Trail within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way 

e Original Intent of Georgetown Branch right-of-way purchase and whether the Trail is a Park 

e Removal of Trees and Vegetation 

e Popularity of Trail 

e Noise and vibration 

e Safety 

e Public health 

e Bethesda Tunnel 

e Trail Access 

e Trail Design and Amenities 

e Visual/Aesthetics 

e Speed of trains 
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e Bethesda Tail Track 

e Property Acquisition along the Georgetown Branch Right-of-Way 
e Capital Crescent Trail should be a National Park 

e Trail Construction 


Completion of the Trail into Silver Spring 

Many commenters stated support for the completion of a safe trail connection between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. Almost all of these commenters stated concern that an off-road trail might not be built parallel to the 
CSX Metropolitan Branch right-of-way between Lyttonsville and downtown Silver Spring. 


Response: At the time the FEIS was published, it was uncertain whether CSX would allow a portion of its railroad 
right-of-way (the Metropolitan Branch) to be used for construction of the Capital Crescent Trail. Therefore, the 
FEIS stated that “The completion of the trail along the CSX corridor is contingent on agreement with CSX on the 
use of their property on the north side of the CSX tracks for the trail. If agreement is not reached by the time the 
Purple Line construction occurs, MTA would construct the trail from Bethesda to Talbot Avenue. From Talbot 
Avenue to Silver Spring an interim signed bike route on local streets would be used” (FEIS, p. 6-10). 


The use or purchase of CSX property is under negotiation with CSX. Use of CSX property for the trail is only 
needed between the Talbot Avenue Bridge and 16" Street. 


Loss of the Trail 
Many commenters stated opposition to the use of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way for the Purple Line. 
They stated that the existing interim trail will be destroyed or lost by the project. 


Response: The project will not result in the permanent loss of the trail in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, but 
the trail would be temporarily impacted and closed during certain periods of construction, and the existing 
unpaved interim trail will be converted to a permanent paved trail. Please see Trail Construction, below, for a 
discussion of the temporary effects on the trail during construction. Once construction is complete, the new 
permanent trail within the Georgetown Branch will be incorporated into the larger Capital Crescent Trail network, 
extending from Georgetown in the District of Columbia, and creating a direct connection from Bethesda to the 
Metropolitan Branch Trail and Silver Spring Transit Center in downtown Silver Spring. 


The permanent trail will be paved, and will be located adjacent to the Purple Line transitway in the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way. The permanent trail will replace the existing interim trail (referred to in the FEIS as the 
Georgetown Branch Interim Trail). 


As documented in the Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement (AA/DEIS) and FEIS, FTA 
and MTA have consistently acknowledged that the permanent Capital Crescent Trail will be different from the 
Georgetown Branch Interim Trail that exists today. The existing trees and vegetation in the right-of-way will need 
to be removed. New landscaping with native species will be planted, but it will not be similar in appearance to 
what exists today. The impacts to the existing interim trail are described in FE/S Chapter 4.9.3. 


The consideration of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way for use as a transitway and trail is the result of more 
than two decades of planning by Montgomery County regarding the future use of that corridor. Until the mid- 
1980s, the right-of-way remained in use for an active freight railroad. In 1988, after freight rail use was 
discontinued, the County purchased the Georgetown Branch right-of-way for potential use as a transportation 
facility, for a transitway and trail. In January 1990, the Montgomery County Council designated the right-of-way 
for a combined transitway and trail in its approved Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment. 


MTA, in coordination with the FTA, selected an alignment along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way only after 
evaluating a variety of alignments for a transitway connecting Bethesda to Silver Spring. For the reasons 
documented in FEIS Chapter 2, FTA and MTA have determined that an alignment along the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way remains the most desirable route for providing fast, efficient, and reliable transit, and also 
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have determined that the permanent Capital Crescent Trail adjacent to the Purple Line can be a safe and 
attractive trail. The permanent Capital Crescent Trail would be constructed within the Georgetown Branch right- 
of-way for a distance of 3.3 miles between Bethesda and the CSX Metropolitan Branch. It would then continue 
beyond the Georgetown Branch right-of-way to Silver Spring where it would connect to the Metropolitan Branch 
Trail. 


MTA considers completion of the Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring to be an integral 
part of the Purple Line project. In developing the design for the trail, MTA has worked closely with trail 
designers, adjacent communities, Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC), and 
the Montgomery County government (which will own and maintain the trail). Landscaping, the trail width and 
surface type, the design and location of the trail access points, and the connection to Rock Creek Trail have all 
been the result of coordination with these other agencies. 


Original Intent of Georgetown Branch Right-of-way Purchase and whether the 


Trail is a Park 

A commenter stated that the Georgetown Branch right-of-way was purchased for a rails-to-trails project and that 
putting the Purple Line in the right-of-way would violate the original intent of the purchase. Commenters stated 
that the trail is a public park and should be afforded the legal protections that parks receive under Section 4(f) of 
the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966. 


Response: The Georgetown Branch right-of of way was purchased by Montgomery County for use as a 
transitway and trail (see FEIS Chapter 1.2-Project History). The Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment 
(1990) stated this purpose. The current trail was constructed in 1996 as an interim facility pending a decision on 
the transitway. 


In 1988 Montgomery County purchased the Georgetown Branch railroad right-of-way between the CSX 
Metropolitan Branch (the CSX mainline) and the Washington DC line under section 8(d) of the National Trails 
Systems Act . This act, passed in 1983, encourages the establishment of trails to preserve established railroad 
rights-of-way for potential future reactivation of rail service. The Montgomery County Parks Department was 
given jurisdiction from the Washington DC border to Bethesda for the construction of a multi-use trail. The 
portion from Bethesda to Silver Spring was given to the Montgomery County Department of Transportation for 
the purpose of building both a transitway and multi-use trail. These dual transportation uses of the right-of-way 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring have been a part of the County Master Plan since 1990 . 


Neither the Montgomery County acquisition appropriation, nor the deed whereby the County acquired the 
property, contains any restriction that land must be used for a trail. The acquisition appropriation and a number 
of additional appropriations for the interim trail improvements mention preservation of the right-of-way for a light 
rail. The Rails-to-Trails Act specifically provides for trail use as an interim facility, with the long term intention to 
preserve right-of-way for future rail transportation. 


The 1988 county appropriation stated that a decision on the future use of the right-of-way had not been 
finalized, but that proposals included a transitway/trail combination. A combined multi-use trail and light rail 
facility was approved by the County Council in the Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment, approved and 
adopted January 1990. 


The 1990 Master Plan amendment recommended that the trail and transitway be built at the same time to 
reduce community impacts. 


2 
16 USC 8 1247 (d) 

3 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission, Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment, 1990 


4 
The Preferred Alternative includes construction of a transitway and a permanent paved trail within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way in 
accordance with the 19990 Master Plan amendment. 
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In July 1994 the county appointed an Interim Trail Task Force to recommend how an interim trail could be 
installed in the right-of-way while the county decided on the ultimate use of the right-of-way. 


In 1996, pending a decision on the construction of the transitway, the county built a temporary, or interim, trail 
from the underpass of Wisconsin Avenue and the adjacent Apex and Air Rights buildings in Bethesda to Stewart 
Avenue in Lyttonsville. The tracks and ties were removed and a crushed stone trail was constructed. The Rock 
Creek Trestle east of Jones Mill Road had been damaged by fire resulting in a gap in the trail until a new trestle 
bridge was constructed in 2003. East of Lyttonsville the trail is a signed route on local streets. 


The Georgetown Branch Interim Trail—that is, the temporary trail that currently exists within the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way—is not a Section 4(f) resource. In a letter dated February 22, 1995, FTA informed the 
County that Section 4(f) “does not apply to land that has been temporarily used for recreational or park purposes 
if the State or local government with jurisdiction over the land officially indicated prior to allowing the temporary 
park or recreational use, that the land was intended for a transportation use.” As stated in the letter, FTA still 
maintains that “the intent of the Montgomery County Council to preserve the right-of-way in question for a 
transportation use has been adequately documented as suggested by the 4(f) policy guidance.” Montgomery 
County Council adopted a resolution on August 1, 1995 authorizing the establishment of an interim hiker/biker 
trail in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The resolution stated that “the section between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring remains designated as a transportation corridor in which an interim trail is permitted until the master 
planned transit and trail facility is approved and funded consistent with the master plan.” After that resolution 
was adopted, the County removed the then-existing freight rail tracks and established an unpaved recreational 
trail in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. That unpaved trail remains in existence today. 


Based on these facts, FTA confirms its previous determination that the unpaved hiker/biker trail in the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way is not a Section 4(f) resource, because it was constructed as a temporary 
facility with an explicit understanding that the right-of-way was reserved for a transportation purpose. The 
determination is consistent with 23 CFR 774.11(h), which provides that Section 4(f) does not apply when a 
property that has been formally reserved for a future transportation facility temporarily functions for park or 
recreation purposes. This determination also is consistent with 23 CFR 774.11(i), which provides that Section 
A(f) does not apply when a park or recreational area and a transportation facility are jointly planned (see Table 
6-4 of the FE/S Chapter 6-Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation). 


Removal of Trees and Vegetation in Georgetown Branch Right-of-Way 
Many commenters stated concern about the removal of mature trees and the loss of the tree canopy within the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 


Response: Most of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way would need to be cleared for the construction of the 
transitway and the trail both to allow grading and construction of the tracks and the trail, and to ensure that 
overhanging branches do not interfere with the overhead wires. Most of the existing tree canopy will be 
eliminated. (See FE/IS Chapter 4.9.3, including Table 4-22, and Chapter 4.13.3). MTA is working closely with the 
Maryland Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) to ensure that all tree and forest loss due to the project will 
be mitigated in accordance with the Maryland Forest Conservation Act. MTA and Montgomery County are 
currently identifying sites for reforestation (replanting trees) or afforestation (planting trees where there were 
none before) with a goal to protect or create habitat where it is needed. The project includes landscaping for the 
transitway and trail that will be funded by the Purple Line project. In addition, Montgomery County has identified 
funding for additional landscaping as part of the Capital Crescent Trail funding. 


Popularity of Trail 

Many commenters noted the popularity of the trail and the very high levels of usage. Generally, this was cited as 
the basis for opposition to the use of the right-of-way for transit. Commenters were concerned that the trail 
would not be wide enough because of the high number of users. 
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Response: MTA and FTA recognize that the trail in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way is an important 
community asset and believe that the trail will still be widely used after construction of the Purple Line. MTA’s 
earlier plans included a trail that was 10 feet wide, following the Montgomery County standard of 10 feet for a 
shared use path, however, Montgomery County has directed that the trail be built as a 12-foot wide paved trail 
plus 2-foot unpaved shoulders, where possible. This width is greater than the County’s standard trail width and 
wider than the portion of the Capital Crescent Trail from Bethesda south towards Washington, DC. The trail will 
be separated from the transitway with fencing, and Montgomery County has budgeted for landscaping and 
enhanced lighting (beyond the County standard) along portions of the trail. Montgomery County has, and will 
continue to review the plans for the trail. 


Noise Effects in and Near Georgetown Branch Right-of-Way 

Commenters stated concern about noise impacts to trail users and adjacent residences along the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way; with specific concern about Leland Street Park. Commenters noted that the observed quiet 
on the trail today is an important feature. Commenters stated the noise level along the trail would be 87 decibels. 
Commenters stated that the lack of analysis of noise impact to trail users was a flaw in the FEIS. Commenters 
questioned the height, design, and location of the noise barriers. Commenters stated that the Purple Line speed 
and frequency should be reduced during early morning and late night hours to minimize noise and vibration 
impacts. 


Response: As discussed in the FE/S Noise Technical Report, MTA performed an impact analysis for noise 
following FTA noise guidance and assessed impact using FTA criteria, as defined in Transit Noise and Vibration 
Impact Assessment (FTA, May 2006) (referred to below as “FTA noise guidance”). As explained below, the 
FTA’s noise assessment methodology does not require the calculation of total noise levels—that is, the 
combination of the existing condition and the noise caused by the project. Moreover, the interim trail itself is 
considered a transportation facility, not a park, and therefore was not treated as a noise-sensitive receptor in the 
noise analysis. Therefore, the FEIS did not include total noise levels, and did not include specific noise impacts 
analysis for trail users. The noise analysis in the FEIS was consistent with FTA’s noise guidance. However, in 
response to comments on the FEIS, total noise levels have been calculated and are shown in the Clarification of 
the Results of the Purple Line Noise Analysis, which is included as an appendix to this document. In addition, 
the response below provides an estimate of the increased noise levels that could be experienced by trail users. 


FTA’s Noise Impact Assessment Guidance 

Under the FTA noise guidance, a noise analysis compares existing measured ambient outdoor noise levels with 
project-related noise—that is, “the noise estimated to be generated solely by the transit noise sources as defined 
by the service operations of the Preferred Alternative.” (FEIS Noise Technical Report, Section 2.3, p. 5) These 
two numbers—the “measured” (existing) noise level and the “project-related” noise level—are then compared to 
determine the level of noise impact caused by the project. As stated in the FEIS Noise Technical Report, this 
methodology “allow[s] for higher project noise exposure where there are higher levels of existing background 
noise, up to a threshold level beyond which project noise exposure would result in an impact.” (FEIS Noise 
Technical Report, Section 2.3, p. 5) This methodology does not require the calculation of total noise levels—that 
is, noise level that results from the combination of the existing condition and the noise caused by the project. 


The noise levels calculated in an FTA noise analysis for an EJS are average noise levels over a period of time, 
not single-event noise levels. Average noise levels are measured in two different ways depending on the nature 
of the land use at the noise receptor. “Leq” is used as the metric for land use where there is no nighttime activity 
(such as schools, office space and parks), and “Ldn” is used as the metric for residential land use (single homes 
and apartment buildings). As explained in the FEIS: Land use categories 1 and 3 (primarily daytime uses) were 
assessed using the peak hour noise level (Leq [1 hr]) descriptor, while land use category 2 (daytime and 
nighttime use) were assessed using the twenty-four-hour based day-night (Ldn) descriptor. The Ldn descriptor is 
the average hourly sound level over a 24-hour period, which adjusts for the greater sensitivity people have to 
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noise during the nighttime sleeping hours by adding a 10-decibel penalty from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. Both the 
Leq and Ldn descriptors use an A-weighted decibel scale, referred to as dBA, which incorporates an adjustment 
to sound levels to account for the frequency range which best approximates human hearing and perception to 
changes in sound levels. FEIS, Chapter 4.11, Noise, pp. 4-101 to 4-102. 


The FTA noise guidance recognizes that a single-event noise level can be calculated using a metric known as 
“Lmax.” According to the guidance, Lmax is useful for describing the sound associated with an individual 
vehicle during a single passby event. It is not required in an environmental impact assessment because it does 
not take into account the number and duration of transit events, which is important to people’s reaction to noise. 
The noise effects of passbys were reflected in the Leq and Ldn measurements, which reflect average noise levels 
over a 1-hour and 24-hour period, respectively. 


The FTA noise estimate calculation process considers distance to the transitway, type of track, train length, train 
speed, service operations (headways), presence of at-grade crossovers (areas where the train and street traffic 
intersect), and onboard warning devices (or horns) for areas near stations and certain at-grade crossings. Noise 
mitigation measures that have been incorporated into the project, such as noise barriers and “skirts” on the 
transit vehicles, also are taken into account in the calculation of noise levels. 


For further discussion of noise methodology, refer to Section E.9-Noise of this document; FEIS Chapter 4.11.1; 
and the FEIS Noise Technical Report. 


Noise Impact Assessment for the Purple Line 

The noise impact assessment for the Preferred Alternative in the FEIS was prepared in accordance with FTA’s 

noise guidance. 

e The noise impact assessment included the benefit of the noise-mitigating measures incorporated into the 
project, as further described below. 

e The noise levels for parks and other institutions with primarily daytime uses were reported as an average 
one-hour sound level (Leq). The noise levels for residential uses, which have both daytime and nighttime 
uses, were reported using the 24-hour noise level (Ldn). The Lmax was not included, because it is not 
required. 

e The noise impact assessment included the “measured” and “project-related” noise levels, as required by the 
noise guidance. It did not include the total noise level, because that information was not required. 

e The noise impact assessment included noise levels for 29 noise receptor sites adjacent to the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way—seven parks and institutional uses (measured in Leq) and 22 residential uses 
(measured in Ldn). These locations are shown on FEIS Figure 4-27; they are identified on that figure as sites 
M1 through M18 and P-1 through P-3. The Georgetown Branch Interim Trail is considered a transportation 
facility, not a park, and therefore was not treated as a noise-sensitive receptor in the noise analysis per 
FTA’s noise guidance 


Commenters questioned how much the project would affect total noise levels at parks and residences adjacent to 
the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. Even though that measurement is not required under FTA’s noise 
guidance, total noise levels have been calculated in response to the FEIS comments and are shown in the 
Clarification of the Results of the Purple Line Noise Analysis, which included as an appendix to this document. 
This analysis shows that: 


The measured noise levels at the parks and institutions adjacent to the Georgetown Branch right-of-way ranged 
from 52 dBA to 66 dBA (Leq) and the residences ranged from 55 dBA to 70 dBA (Ldn). 


The project-related noise levels at those parks and institutions adjacent to the Georgetown Branch right-of-way 
would range between 37 dBA and 61 dBA (Leq); at the residences, the range would be 40 dBA to 59 dBA 
(Ldn). 
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e The total sound level (or future noise exposure) at the parks and institutional uses would be 52 dBA to 66 
dBA (Leq) and at the residences would be 56 dBA to 70 dBA (Ldn). 

e Increases over existing sound levels would range from 0 to 3 dBA for the parks and institutional uses, and 0 
to 2 dBA for the residences. 

e The project would not cause a “moderate” or “severe” noise impact’ under FTA’s criteria at any of the 29 
noise receptors adjacent to the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 

e Where there are increases in the noise levels, the changes at these 29 sites would be barely perceptible or 
imperceptible by the human ear. 


Commenters also questioned the effectiveness of measures to reduce potential noise levels on noise-sensitive 

receptors along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The project includes two specific commitments to 

minimize noise levels: 

e The first is the inclusion of skirts on the vehicles. As most of the noise associated with light rail vehicles is 
generated from the wheels on the tracks, the inclusion of skirts will provide an 8 decibel reduction in noise. 

e Further, MTA is including a minimum 4-foot retaining wall/noise barrier adjacent to residential properties 
that abut the Georgetown Branch right-of-way to minimize noise to the adjacent properties. 


The retaining wall/noise barrier has been designed to mitigate the wheel/rail noise—the predominant noise 
associated with the system. Because the noise is generated at the rail level and the noise barrier will be close to 
the tracks, a 4-foot barrier is sufficient to mitigate the noise. Although breaks in the barrier will be necessary at 
trail access points, in general, the barriers will provide at a minimum an additional 4 decibel reduction in 
project-related sound levels. The material and exact height of the noise barrier will be determined during final 
design. 


The combination of both measures would provide a total of 12 decibels in noise reduction; the benefits of these 
noise-reduction measures were incorporated into the results presented in the noise impacts analysis (see FEIS 
Chapter 4.11-Noise, p. 4-107). 


MTA, utilizing FTA’s noise criteria, has determined that it is not necessary to reduce the speed and frequency of 
the Purple Line operations during off-peak hours because of the inclusion of the above stated mitigation 
measures. As described in the FEIS Chapter 2.3.2-Preferred Alternative, the proposed schedule for the Purple 
Line has been developed to support transfers to Metrorail service. 


Effect of Purple Line on Noise Levels Experienced by Trail Users 

Commenters raised questions regarding the potential for noise impacts on trail users within the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way. The Georgetown Branch right-of-way is designated as a transportation corridor. As such, 
the existing interim trail is not classified as a park and therefore is not considered as a noise-sensitive receptor 
per FTA’s noise analysis criteria. Nonetheless, in response to comments on the FEIS, the following information 
is provided to describe the potential change in noise levels for trail users. 


The noise barriers will be located between the residences and the trail and between residences and the 
transitway, and not between the trail and the transitway; therefore the barriers would not benefit the users of the 
trail. However, the trail users would benefit from the vehicle “skirt” (a panel covering the wheels), which would 
reduce the sound levels immediately adjacent to the alignment. It is expected that the noise levels experienced 
by trail users would be somewhat higher than noise levels at the receptors adjacent to the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way, because the trail is closer to the transitway than those receptors, and because the noise barrier does 
not benefit the users of the trail. The minimum distance between the edge of the trail and the centerline of the 
tracks would be approximately 23 feet. At this distance the maximum sound level of the vehicle passby (Lmax) 
is estimated to be 80 dBA. It is expected that the duration of the passby event, when the light rail sound level 
exceeds the ambient sound level, will be in the range of 8 to 10 seconds. 
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It is important to note that this estimated sound level (80 dBA) is not directly comparable to the noise levels 
presented in the FEIS, because it measures a single event rather than an average over time. This estimate has 
been provided in order to respond to comments, and does not constitute a finding of ‘noise impact’ under FTA’s 
noise guidance. 


Noise levels in Leland Street Park 

Noise and vibration monitors were used to identify existing noise and vibration levels and then to identify 
potential impacts. Representative locations along the alignment, S-1 and M-5, were chosen based upon their 
proximity to the proposed alignment. The closest noise monitoring location to Leland Street Park is M-5, located 
at 4305 Elm Street. The existing sound level at that location is 55 dBA (Ldn), and the predicted project-related 
sound level is 46 dBA, resulting in a total sound level of 56 dBA. The closest vibration monitoring location is S- 
1 at 4309 Elm Street. The existing vibration level is 60 VdB, and the estimated project-related vibration level is 
67 VdB, below the 72 VdB impact criteria. These receptors provide a good indication of the expected noise 
levels in Leland Park. 


Vibration Effects on Residences along Georgetown Branch Right-of-Way 
Commenters stated concern about vibration impacts to residences adjacent to the Georgetown Branch right-of- 
way. 


Response: The vibration analysis and impacts are discussed in Section E.10—Vibration of this document. 


Safety 

Commenters stated concern about the safety of trail users. Particular areas of concern were: 

e Grade crossing of Wisconsin Avenue 

e Trail maintenance (clearing of snow, leaves and debris) will be more difficult, making the trail less safe 

e Teenagers will go on the tracks, or trail users may fall or be knocked on to the tracks 

e Students will not be able to use the trail to get to school and will need to walk on sidewalks 

e Narrowness of trail will endanger trail users 

e Noise from trains will mean trail users cannot hear each other, particularly bells on bicycles, leading to 
collisions 

e Derailing of trains 

e  Electrocution hazards from fallen overhead wires 


Response: FTA and MTA are committed to providing a transitway and trail that are safe for users. MTA has 
worked with Montgomery County to increase the number of grade-separated intersection crossings of the trail 
and busy streets. The grade-separated crossings include a new bridge carrying the trail over Connecticut 
Avenue, an underpass at Jones Mill Road, and a new trail along the CSX corridor and over Colesville Road into 
downtown Silver Spring, avoiding the need to use local roadways . To further promote safety, the trail will be 
separated from the transitway with fencing. In October 2002, MTA researched light rail lines that operated next 
to trails, both active and proposed, and found a wide range of conditions, with separations ranging from 6 feet to 
50 feet and no consistent use of fencing or barriers. This research has shown no safety issues with any of 
these designs. The Purple Line includes a fence separating the transitway from the trail; where there is sufficient 
width a 10-foot landscaped buffer will be provided. 


Wisconsin Avenue grade crossing: The surface trail alignment at Wisconsin Avenue will be controlled by a traffic 
signal to allow safe crossings. 


5 

The use or purchase of CSX property is under negotiation with CSX. Use of CSX property for the trail is only needed between the 
Talbot Avenue Bridge and 16th Street. 
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Parsons Brinckerhoff. Light Rails with Trails: a study of current practices in the United States and England. October 2002 


74 FEIS Comments and Responses 


March 2014 Purple Line Record of Decision 


MTA has designed the project so that trail users will still be able to use the Bethesda tunnel to cross under 
Wisconsin Avenue. Because the underground connection is a sidewalk and will be narrower than the trail, 
bicyclists will be advised to dismount to walk through the tunnel to Woodmont Plaza. 


Clearing of debris from trail:The completed Capital Crescent Trail will be easier to clear of debris because it will be 
paved. Montgomery County will be responsible for maintaining the trail. 


People on the train tracks along the trail: The tracks and the trail will be separated by a fence and landscaping to 
address these concerns. 


Students will need to walk on sidewalks: The trail is currently used by many students to get to Bethesda-Chevy Chase 
High School. Some students travel along the trail, while others cut across the trail. The proposed path included 
between Kentbury Drive across from Sleaford Road and East West Highway would serve as access to the 
school for neighborhoods south of the trail and east of East West Highway. There are also ramp and stair 
connections to East West Highway from the trail. Sidewalks are widely used today for students to access 
school. Montgomery County is responsible or considering requests for additional crosswalks, crossing guards, 
or wider sidewalks on existing roads. 


Lynn Drive: MTA has consistently stated that it will not provide an at-grade crossing at Lynn Drive because of 
safety concerns. MTA has determined that the safety risks associated with an at-grade crossing at this specific 
location are too high and the crossing will not be included. MTA presented options for a grade-separated 
crossing both above and below the transitway, but these options are not being carried forward based on 
comments from the Town of Chevy Chase. MTA will continue to coordinate with the Town of Chevy Chase on 
grade-separated options. Without the Lynn Drive access some students will use the sidewalks on East West 
Highway. Others will be able to use the new trail underpass connection to Sleaford Road to access the school. 


Narrowness of trail: AS discussed above, the completed Capital Crescent Trail will be 12 feet wide, with 2-foot 
unpaved shoulders on either side except at a few limited locations where the width is constrained. This is wider 
than the current trail. Montgomery County has determined that the width is appropriate for a safe and well used 
hiker-biker trail. 


Diminished Safety from Noise on Trail: As noted in the section above on Noise and Vibration, trail users will 
experience increased noise from the light rail trains. The noise will be intermittent, and at any one location the 
noise from a passing train will be very brief. An increased risk of collisions of bicyclists with other trail users is 
not anticipated. 


Derailing trains:Experience with the Central Light Rail Line in Baltimore and other light rail lines around the 
country that routinely operate on dedicated alignments at speeds up to 55 mph has demonstrated that incidents 
of derailments of light rail vehicles that are not associated with collisions at grade crossings or with excessive 
speed on curves are extremely rare to the point of being virtually non-existent—none are reported in the US rail 
accidents for the years 2010 to 2013. Light rail vehicles are designed to operate at speeds up to 60 mph, and 
the Purple Line maximum speed is 50 mph, while in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way the maximum speed 
will be 45 mph. Between Bethesda and Silver Spring Transit Center and between College Park Metrorail and the 
junction of Veterans Parkway and Ellin Road where all the speeds above 35 mph occur, the Purple Line will be 
equipped with a train control system that will prevent trains from exceeding the designated maximum speed 
limit. MTA does not believe that reducing speed or installing barrier walls is necessary. 


Electrocution from fallen overhead catenavy wires: \f the overhead catenary wires fall for any reason and come into 
contact with the running rails or any grounded structure such as an adjacent fence, this condition will be 
detected by the traction power substations and the wires will be automatically de-energized. All metal fences will 
be grounded in accordance with the National Electric Code and the National Electric Safety Code. 
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Public Health 


Commenters stated concern that the loss of the trail will have a negative impact on public health. A commenter 
stated that MTA should have prepared a Health Impact Assessment. 


Response: As stated above, the trail will not be permanently removed with the construction of the Purple Line. 
The completed Capital Crescent Trail is part of the Montgomery County Countywide Bikeways Functional 
Master Plan (2005). The Purple Line could provide an opportunity to improve overall public health by providing 
an improved trail with better access to the existing regional trail network facilitating exercise (see FEIS Chapter 
4.3.3). The trail will be safer because of the addition of the grade-separated crossings of Connecticut Avenue, 
Jones Mill Road, and Colesville Road, and it will be longer and will provide a direct off-road connection to 
downtown Silver Spring, encouraging trail use along the CSX corridor, and into Silver Spring. It will connect with 
the Rock Creek Trail, the Metropolitan Branch Trail, and the Silver Spring Green Trail, promoting even greater 
trail use. 


Recent studies have shown that transit users walk more than the general public and experience the health 

benefits associated with increased physical activity because of the walking required at either end of the transit 
7 

trip. 


As the commenter notes, a Health Impact Assessment is not required by the National Environmental Policy Act. 
However, some topics related to human health were evaluated in the FEIS including air quality, parks and 
recreational land, noise, water quality and safety. Because some health- related impacts were analyzed as part 
of the FEIS MTA and there is no Federal requirement to perform a Health Impact Assessment, MTA and FTA 
has determined there is no need for a separate Health Impact Assessment. 


Bethesda Tunnel 

Commenters stated support for a grade-separated trail connection through the “tunnel” in Bethesda so that trail 
users do not have to cross Wisconsin Avenue. A commenter stated concern that the Purple Line plans have been 
modified since the release of the FEIS to incorporate the changes to the trail through Elm Street Park, presented 
for the Minor Master Plan (see discussion below). 


Response: The Bethesda “tunnel’ refers to the underpass under the Apex Building, Wisconsin Avenue, and the 
Air Rights Building. The trail through the “tunnel” in Bethesda was part of the Locally Preferred Alternative 
identified by Governor O’Malley in 2009; and it was included in many of the alternatives studied in the early 
planning stages of the project documented in the AA/DEIS. Following the publication of the AA/DEIS, the 
Preliminary Engineering phase of the project included more detailed engineering analyses that revealed the high 
cost and risk associated with carrying the trail through the tunnel. In March 2012, the Montgomery County 
Council concurred that the cost and risk associated with this concept was too great for the trail experience that 
would be provided, and a decision was made for the trail to use the County’s planned surface trail, a street- 
running alignment from Elm Street Park across Wisconsin Avenue to the current Capital Crescent Trail towards 
Georgetown. (The cost of the trail is a County responsibility.) 


: Amy L. Freeland, PhD, Shailendra N. Banerjee, PhD, Andrew L. Dannenberg, MD, MPH, and Arthur M. 
Wendel, MD, MPH. Walking Associated With Public Transit: Moving Toward Increased Physical Activity in the United 
States. 2012 
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In fall 2012, MTA developed a new option that would provide a sidewalk connection from the trail to the 
Bethesda station platform. This 5-to-7 foot sidewalk would allow pedestrians to access the Purple Line station, 
the elevators to the Red Line station and Elm Street, and continue to Woodmont Plaza, avoiding the need to 
cross Wisconsin Avenue at-grade. This option was presented to and endorsed by the Montgomery County 
Council in September 2012. This option has been incorporated into the Purple Line. (Refer to FE/S Chapter 
2.3.2) 


On February 11, 2014, the Montgomery County Council approved a Minor Master Plan Amendment for the 
Bethesda Purple Line Station. This plan supports the redevelopment of the Apex building and an alternative 
design for the Bethesda Purple Line Station that would accommodate the Capital Crescent Trail in a new tunnel. 


The County has identified the following public benefits from the potential new design: 

e Provides a new Capital Crescent Trail access under Wisconsin Avenue with a dedicated tunnel 

e Moves the new WMATA Metrorail Red Line Station south entrance from Elm Street sidewalk into the new 
building 

e Enhances circulation on a wider, open Purple Line platform 

e Minimizes the distance that the tail track extends into Woodmont Plaza 

e Provides an opportunity to relocate the Purple Line exhaust tower from Woodmont Plaza into a new building 

e Accommodates a new bike station integrated into the station 


It should be noted that the design of the Purple Line project in the Bethesda tunnel has not changed as a result 
of the proposed redevelopment of the Apex Building. The conceptual trail plans shown at County Planning 
Board meetings with several options through Elm Street Park have not been incorporated into the Purple Line 
plans. Any changes to the Purple Line plans must be evaluated for consistency with the ROD in accordance 
with 23 CFR Sections 771.129 and 771.130, and if required therein, they must be approved by FTA in writing 
before MTA can proceed with the change. 


Trail Access 
Commenters stated concern about the loss of access from private property, particularly on the south side of the 
right-of-way. Others stated support for a trail access point at Lynn Drive in Chevy Chase. 


A commenter asked if Susanna Lane would continue to serve as the connector between the Rock Creek and 
Capital Crescent Trails. 


A commenter asked about the access ramp at Jones Bridge Road, regarding its expected design, how much 
private land it will require, and who is expected to use it. The commenter stated that the impact of this ramp on 
three adjacent homes will be considerable. The commenter asked how the trail would cross Jones Mill Road and 
if the underpass would be attractive or safe. 


Response: Along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, where many residents on both sides now have direct 
access to the trail from their backyards, the Purple Line would result in substantial changes in access to the trail. 
Residents would no longer be able to access the trail directly from their yards. These trail users would need to 
use the formal access points being constructed as part of the Capital Crescent Trail, as described in FE/S 
Chapter 2.3.2. These access points would include paving, sidewalks, and ramps or stairs where necessary. 
Most of these formal access points will now be ADA-compliant. 


Neighborhood access to the trail would be maintained in specific areas and enhanced with 23 formal access 
points included in the design. MTA has worked with the community and representatives from Montgomery 
County to maximize the number of trail access points. The Purple Line would provide new formal trail access at: 
e Bethesda Station 

e Pearl Street 

e East West Highway 
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e Sleaford Road 

e Kentbury Drive 

e Newdale Road 

e Rock Creek Trail 

e _Lyttonsville Place 

e Michigan Avenue 

e Kansas Avenue 

e 4th Avenue 

e __Lyttonsville Road 

e 16th Street 

e 3rd Avenue 

e Spring Street 

e Apple Avenue 

e Silver Spring Transit Center 
e Bonifant Street/Metropolitan Branch Trail 


Existing trail access at Elm Street Park, Connecticut Avenue, Jones Mill Road, Grubb Road, and Stewart 
Avenue would be maintained and improved. 


In addition, the trail would also serve as access to many of the Purple Line stations, and trail users would have 
easy access between the trail and the station areas. 


MTA has worked closely with the Town of Chevy Chase for over three years on options for a trail connection 
from Lynn Drive. Some options were not acceptable to MTA for safety reasons. Other grade-separated options 
were rejected by the Town of Chevy Chase. Based on coordination between MTA and the Town, the current 
design does not include an access point at Lynn Drive, but MTA will continue to work with the Town. 


Susanna Lane could still be used as a connector between the Capital Crescent Trail and Rock Creek Trail, but a 
new direct connection will be built just east of the Rock Creek Bridge. 


To ensure the safety of all trail users, the Capital Crescent Trail will pass under Jones Mill Road adjacent to the 
Purple Line. Therefore, an access ramp and stairs are being constructed to provide access to the Capital 
Crescent Trail from Jones Mill Road (See FEIS Volume !|—Conceptual Engineering Plans, Sheets 102 and 
103). This access will provide direct access to the trail for people in the community who currently access the 
Capital Crescent Trail at this location. Montgomery County and M-NCPPC are in full support of this connection 
from the community to the Capital Crescent Trail. The trail crossing under Jones Mill Road will be well-lit, as will 
all trail underpasses. This trail connection will impact one privately-owned parcel adjacent to the trail. 


Trail Design and Amenities 

Commenters provided suggestions on the design and amenities of the trail. This included comments about 
lighting along the trail, safety of the underpasses associated with the trail (East West Highway and Sleaford 
Road), fencing limiting access to properties along the trail, the need for police call boxes, and the aesthetics of 
trail including fencing and landscaping. 


A commenter stated that Montgomery County should turn the trail into a year-round commuter bike path with 
bike stations and other bike amenities. The facility should be plowed in winter and lighted for use by early 
morning and evening commuters. 


A commenter stated concern about the impacts of trail lighting and lighting from inside the vehicles on adjacent 
properties. 


Response: Because the trail is a county-owned and funded facility, decisions on the trail amenities, including the 
trail width, pavement surface, and lighting are being made by Montgomery County. Montgomery County has 
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budgeted for lighting at key points along the trail, including entrance points and underpasses, for safety. This 
includes the underpass and access at Jones Mill Road. 


Lighting will be designed to reduce spill-over into adjacent areas (the light will be focused on the trail itself.) At 
this time no final decision has been made regarding lighting along the entire trail. Lights from the Purple Line 
train are not expected to be intrusive. A final vehicle has not been chosen at this time; however lighting from the 
interior of the vehicle would be similar to the interior lighting of a bus and would not shine outward. The vehicle’s 
headlight will shine forward onto the track in front of the train and not to the sides. 


MTA will forward to Montgomery County any trail design suggestions provided. Trail maintenance such as snow 
removal will be a county responsibility. 


Visual and Aesthetics 

Commenters stated concern about the changing visual effects to the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail from the 
removal of trees and the existing tree canopy. Commenters stated a desire for landscaping and terracing where 
retaining walls will be greater than six feet, as will be provided for the Columbia Country Club. Commenters 
stated that MTA should consult with homeowners about their willingness to plant replacement trees in their 
backyards, and MTA should fund this landscaping. Commenters stated that retaining walls and noise barriers 
should be designed in an aesthetically pleasing manner. 


Response: FTA and MTA have consistently recognized that the visual character of the trail would change due to 
the loss of the tree canopy and the addition of the new transit facility (refer to FEIS Chapter 4.9-Visual 
Resources). While the right-of-way would be replanted after construction, and the landscaping would assist in 
mitigating this visual impact at maturity, the overall appearance of the right-of-way would be substantially 
changed from present conditions. In addition, the right-of-way would have a minimum 4-foot barrier on the south 
side of the transitway from Bethesda Station to Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, and on the north side of the trail 
from East West Highway to Rock Creek Stream Valley Park. Depending upon location and topography, views 
from the trail and of the trail from adjacent properties would be substantially altered or essentially eliminated due 
to either the removal of vegetation or the addition of retaining walls. MTA will prepare the finishes and design of 
the retaining walls, noise barriers, and fences along the trail in consultation with the County and the community. 
Though different in type and character, MTA will provide replacement landscaping where practicable. The 
project doesn’t include a commitment to plant on private property, but does include landscaping within the within 
the County-owned right-of-way. To further enhance the visual setting of the trail, Montgomery County has 
identified funding for additional landscaping and amenities along the trail. 


The Columbia Country Club is a historic resource on the National Register of Historic Places and mitigation 
measures have been implemented in conformance with historic preservation principles. 


Speed of Train 


Commenters stated concern about trains operating at 50 mph along the trail. 


Response: The trains along the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail will operate at a maximum of 45 mph. See FE/S 
Noise Technical Report, Table 5, and FEIS Vibration Technical Report, Table 8. The Purple Line will be 
equipped with a train control system that will prevent trains from exceeding the designated maximum speed 
limit. MTA has designed the Purple Line to operate in a safe manner. The speed of the train is determined 
specifically in all locations based on local conditions and transitway design. 


Bethesda Tail Track 


Commenters stated opposition to the proposed tail track in Bethesda and expressed concern that trains would be 
stored there. 
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Response: Trains will not be stored on the tail track in Bethesda; they will be stored in the Lyttonsville Yard. The 
tail track in Bethesda will not extend more than 100 feet outside the tunnel (FE/S Chapter 2.3.2). It would only 
be used in rare circumstances if a train had to move beyond the end of the platform. 


Property Acquisition along Georgetown Branch Right-of-Way 

Commenters stated concern about the need to acquire property along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 
Another commenter stated that the width of the embankment for the Georgetown Branch railroad was only 18- 
20 feet wide and thus the commenter was concerned that this is not sufficient for the construction of the Purple 
Line without additional property acquisition. A commenter stated concern about the portion of the right-of-way 
that is 32 feet wide in Bethesda. 


Response: The width of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way ranges from 66 to 200 feet wide, except for a small 
section near Pearl Street in Bethesda which is 32 feet wide. This width (66 to 200 feet) is sufficient for the 
construction of both the transitway and the trail. MTA has made every effort to avoid the need to acquire private 
property along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. Design elements that minimize the amount of property 
needed include the use of retaining walls so that the Purple Line can be constructed from within County-owned 
right-of-way. The Environmental Resource Mapping contained in Volume II of the FEIS shows the property 
boundaries (white lines) as well as the proposed Limits of Disturbance, or LOD (thick light blue lines). The LOD 
represents both land needed for final construction, as well as any easements necessary for construction. Only in 
those areas where the blue LOD is beyond the white property line is additional land needed. As noted, in some 
areas land will be needed only temporarily during construction and in other areas permanent acquisitions will 
occur. A specific example along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way is in the Columbia Country Club where 
property acquisition beyond the Georgetown Branch right-of-way is required. The full LOD was used to assess 
the potential impacts of the project as presented in the FEIS. 


Where private property is acquired for the Purple Line project property owners will receive payment of just 
compensation or fair market value. See Section E.3—Property Acquisitions and Displacements of this document 
for further discussion of the legal protection afforded property owners. 


32-Foot Width near Pearl Street: At the entrance to the Bethesda tunnel where the right-of-way narrows to 32 feet 
wide, MTA will be acquiring a small portion of a commercial property to accommodate the transitway and trail. 


Capital Crescent Trail should be a National Park 
A commenter stated that the Capital Crescent Trail should be made a National Park. 


Response: National Parks are created by an Act of Congress. FTA and MTA are not aware of any efforts in 
Congress to designate the Capital Crescent Trail as a National Park. 


Trail Construction 
Commenters asked if the trail could be used or where detours would be located during trail construction. 


Response: The Georgetown Branch Interim Trail will have to be closed during construction; however, not all 
portions of the trail would be closed at the same time. MTA will work with Montgomery County to designate, 
communicate, and sign detour routes throughout construction. MTA will also work to minimize the time of 
closure. It may be possible to re-open portions of the trail before the full construction of the Purple Line is 
complete. 


C.4 Traction Power Substations 


Summary of Comments: Many commenters stated concern about the traction power substations that would be used 
to provide power to the Purple Line. Commenters stated concern regarding visual effects. Commenters asked for 
the proposed locations of the substations, and others wondered why the locations of the substations had not been 
shown to the public earlier. Some requested that the substation locations be changed. Commenters stated 
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concern regarding trucks coming in and out of traction power substations, quality of life impacts to neighboring 
communities and reduction of property values. 


Other issues included: 

e Noise 

e Burying traction power substations 

e Potential health effects 

e Moving the substation at the east end of Kansas Avenue to the north side of tracks. 


Response: As described in AA/DEIS Chapter 2-Alternatives Considered and FEIS Chapter 2-Alternatives 
Considered, the Purple Line would introduce ancillary elements to the corridor, including traction power 
substations. These substations will be spaced at approximately 1-mile intervals and are needed to provide 
power to the Purple Line. The substations will be subject to routine maintenance and monitoring, but this will not 
include regular access by large trucks. 


The proposed locations of the traction power substations and their adjacent land uses are listed in the FEIS 
Chapter 4.2.3, Table 4-4 and the proposed locations are shown in FEIS Volume II on the Environmental 
Resource Maps. The locations of two of the substations have been slightly modified. The substations that have 
been shifted are on Montgomery Avenue in Bethesda and on University Boulevard near New Hampshire 
Avenue. These modifications were both made in response to community and property owner input and they are 
documented in ROD Attachment F: Design Refinements since the August 2013 FEIS. MTA is currently studying 
the feasibility of shifting the substation near the CSX right-of-way at Kansas Avenue slightly farther from 
adjacent homes to provide space for additional screening. Several of the substations will be in, or adjacent to, 
residential areas. MTA has sought to avoid, minimize, and mitigate the intrusion of these facilities into local 
communities. MTA will provide landscaping, other screening, or architectural treatments to address the visual 
impacts of these structures, where possible. A well-designed substation will not have any impact on the local 
quality of life or adjacent property values. The proposed locations for the traction power substations are based 
on the current level of design and the best available knowledge at this time. If different locations are identified in 
the future, MTA will continue to work with local communities to minimize impacts. 


While there has been general discussion of the need for traction power substations every mile for many years 
(see AA/DEIS Chapter 2.6.6), the identification of specific locations could not be done until the project entered 
the preliminary engineering phase and a light rail operations plan had been developed to an appropriate level. 
During 2013, MTA held a Neighborhood Work Group meeting focused on the Wayne Avenue area, five Open 
House meetings, and coordinated a special meeting with Silver Spring neighborhood associations. Information 
on traction power substations was available at each of those meetings. MTA has committed to continuing to 
meet with local communities about the design and location of the substations. 


Traction Power Substation Noise 

Response: The substation noise source is a combination of the power transformers and the cooling units 
included with the same structure. The "hum" noise resulting from both noise sources is low frequency, and it will 
be reduced (absorbed) by providing the appropriate building enclosure. MTA has established criteria for the 
allowable noise level for the traction power substations on the system. The specified traction power substation 
noise level is 60 dBA at a distance of 3 feet from the substation. Sixty dBA is equivalent to conversation ina 
restaurant or office, background music, or an air conditioning unit at 100 feet. The “transformer hum” that is 
typical of a PEPCO pole-mounted or pad-mounted transformer is louder than what may be heard from a traction 
power substation. All the electrical equipment in a traction power substation is enclosed within a locked building, 
which provides both security and sound absorption. 
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Potential Health Impacts 

Response: The traction power substation would not introduce any new or different electricity in the community. 
The existing power lines which bring electricity to homes and businesses would provide the power to the 
substations. The substations simply convert the levels in the existing lines to a lower level that would power the 
light rail. 


Underground substations 

Response: While MTA has evaluated the possibility of burying a substation, there are some reasons why this is 

not preferable: 

e The cost of the underground structure would be prohibitive. 

e Anunderground substation would need more extensive ventilation for cooling (potentially generating more 
noise at the surface). 

e The enhanced ventilation equipment would require more space, making the structure even larger. 

e The access stairs from the surface would further enlarge the structure. 

e Anunderground substation would still require a surface structure, specifically a structural head house with a 
hoist capable of lifting out the largest pieces of equipment if they had to be replaced. 

e Underground structures are typically vulnerable to leaks which could potentially damage the equipment. 


Kansas Avenue 
A commenter requested that the substation at the east end of Kansas Avenue be moved to the north side of 
tracks. 


Response: MTA recognizes that the proposed location of the traction power substation near Kansas Avenue is in 
a residential area (FEIS Volume 2, Environmental Resource Mapping, Sheet 7) and MTA will provide fencing or 
landscaping to screen it from the adjacent homes. There is insufficient space between the Purple Line and CSX 
to move it to the other side of the tracks. MTA is investigating shifting this traction power substation slightly 
closer to Michigan Avenue to provide a greater buffer (and therefore more screening) between the traction 
power substation and the adjacent homes, with access off Michigan Avenue rather than Kansas Avenue. 


D Transportation 


D.1 Public Transportation 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concerns related to other transit services and Purple Line transit 

stations. 

e Commenters stated concern about a perceived lack of connectivity with the WMATA Metrorail system. 

e Acommenter stated concern about the distance between the Purple Line station and the Bethesda multi- 
modal transit center for bus connections. The commenter stated that this will be a violation of the Americans 
with Disabilities Act. 

e MTA was requested to continue working with the SHA to develop attractive, safe transit areas for 
pedestrians and bicyclists. 

e Acommenter stated concern about potential changes to bus routes and schedules on congested roadways. 
Commenters stated concern that the cost of the Purple Line will cause a degradation of bus service in the 
corridor and reduce funding for local buses. 


Connections to Metrorail 

Response: The connections to Metrorail are an integral element of the project, as approximately 30 percent of 
Purple Line passengers will use Metrorail for part of their trip. Station locations have been selected to provide 
convenient connections between the Purple Line and Metro. At Bethesda, the Purple Line is directly above 
south end of the Metrorail platform. The Purple Line would be directly connected to Metrorail through the new 


82 FEIS Comments and Responses 


March 2014 Purple Line Record of Decision 


Bethesda Metrorail South Entrance project (being designed and funded as a separate project by Montgomery 
County), which includes elevators from Elm Street down to the Metrorail station. The elevators would include a 
stop at the Purple Line level for direct connections between the stations. In Silver Spring, the Purple Line station 
would be located above the Metrorail platform, between the new Silver Spring Transit Center and the existing 
railroad tracks. The Purple Line station access would be incorporated into the transit center with connections via 
elevators, stairs, and escalators to Metrorail and MARC commuter trains. At both College Park and New 
Carrollton, MTA has located the Purple Line station platforms close to the Metrorail entrances to permit quick 
and convenient transfers. 


Bethesda Multi-Modal Transit Center 

Response: The Bethesda multi-modal transit center is the bus stop on Edgemoor Lane with connections to the 
current (north) entrance to the Bethesda Red Line Metrorail station. Montgomery County is studying changing or 
adding bus stop locations near the Purple Line and the Bethesda South entrance to the Metrorail Red Line to 
facilitate transfers. If these new bus stops are not added, Purple Line riders would walk from Elm Street up East 
Lane to the buses at the transit center. The station is being designed to comply with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA), and includes elevators between Metrorail and the street level. 


Transit Areas 

Response: MTA will continue to work with SHA and the local jurisdictions to develop safe and attractive transit 
areas for all users. Examples of this coordination include the addition of bike lanes, bike facilities at stations, 
wider sidewalks, and landscaped buffers. 


Bus Routes 

Response: The Counties and WMATA will evaluate changes to bus routes and stops as the Purple Line 
construction nears completion. The Purple Line will provide improved transit service within the corridor providing 
faster and more reliable transportation and expanding access to the regional Metrorail service. At this point, very 
few changes to existing bus routes are anticipated as a result of the Purple Line, except in instances such as the 
Metrobus J4 where service is duplicated by the Purple Line. Local bus services may be modified to complement 
the Purple Line such as the possible relocation of bus stops closer to Purple Line stations to facilitate transfers 
or adjustment of schedules to coordinate services with the Purple Line. The funding of the Purple Line will not 
take money from the local bus service providers. 


D.2 Highways and Roadways 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about existing and future roadway congestion and whether 

the Purple Line will address or exacerbate congestion. 

e Commenters noted the existing and anticipated future roadway congestion in the corridor. Commenters 
believed the project would alleviate congestion; while others worry that it would not reduce congestion. 
Commenters stated concern about traffic impacts if a train should break down or an accident were to occur 
in the segments where the Purple Line operates in mixed traffic. 

e Commenters noted that the reduction in vehicle trips is so small that it does not justify the project. 

e Acommenter stated concern about the congestion that would result from the additional development at the 
station areas. 

e Acommenter stated concern that the Purple Line would generate 100,000 new jobs and that if these jobs 
were in Bethesda, 30,000 would use the Purple Line, resulting in 70,000 more people driving to Bethesda, 
which could result in additional congestion. 

e Acommenter stated that the Level of Service measure does not provide sufficient information to understand 
traffic impacts, and that a number quantifying the amount of delay should be used. 
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Roadway Congestion 

Response: One of the stated purposes of the project is to provide faster, more direct, and more reliable east-west 
transit service in the corridor, see FEIS Chapter 1.1-Purpose of the Project. The Purple Line will achieve this 
purpose by providing a new transit service that runs on dedicated or exclusive lanes through much of the 
corridor, which will allow the transit vehicles to avoid back-ups and delays at many of the congested 
intersections in the corridor. The purpose of the Purple Line is to provide an alternative to the congested 
roadways, not to reduce congestion. It is projected that 74,160 riders would use the Purple Line each day. For 
these riders, the Purple Line will provide much faster and more reliable transit service than they have now and 
certainly more than the No Build Alternative. 


The project includes some improvements to area roadways. These roadway improvements include realigning 
intersections and adding or lengthening turn lanes resulting in localized improvements to vehicular traffic 
operations. One example of this is the addition of left turn lanes along Wayne Avenue at Cedar Street, Dale 
Drive, and Manchester Road. The addition of dedicated left turn lanes at these key intersections and a left turn 
phase as part of the signal would improve traffic operations and further promote safety along the corridor. 
Another example is the realignment of Mustang Drive to connect to Riverdale Road directly across from 62™ 
Place. Eliminating the current “split” signal would improve traffic operations and facilitate safer pedestrian 
crossings. Also, the addition of a dedicated left turn lane on westbound Riverdale Road at 67" Avenue would 
provide full-time, protected access to the Beacon Heights community. 


The segments where the Purple Line operates in mixed traffic all include an adjacent traffic lane which vehicular 
traffic could use, in the event that the lane the Purple Line uses is obstructed. If a train breaks down it would be 
moved to the nearest maintenance facility by towing it with a functional train. 


Change in Vehicle Trips 

Response: There is a high travel demand in this area, and congestion is so severe that transit will not effectively 
reduce congestion on major roadways, but the Purple Line is estimated to divert 16,790 cars per day from 
existing roads. While this reduction is small relative to the total number of vehicle trips in the entire Washington 
metropolitan region, roadway congestion will improve within the Purple Line project corridor, as compared to the 
No Build (See FEIS Chapter 3-Transportation Effects). 


Congestion from Station Area Development 

Response: The Purple Line is consistent with zoning regulations, which encourage the development of land uses 
that are compatible with transportation uses and facilities along the Purple Line corridor. It is not expected to 
substantially change the current land uses within the study areas. MTA has coordinated extensively with the 
Montgomery and Prince George's Counties’ planning departments to ensure that the Purple Line would be 
compatible with planned development. 


The purpose of the Purple Line is to provide faster, more direct, and more reliable east-west transit service in 
the Purple Line corridor. As stated in FE/S Chapter 4.2.3, the Purple Line is designed to support statewide 
principles of Maryland’s Smart Growth Program by facilitating mixed-use redevelopment of currently built-up 
areas, taking advantage of existing infrastructure, providing transportation options, and strengthening existing 
communities. MTA will continue to meet with County planning departments and developers to facilitate effective 
incorporation of the Purple Line into corridor communities and to avoid, minimize, or mitigate traffic issues 
related to the Purple Line, as necessary. 


Future Congestion in Bethesda from Job Growth 

Response: The projected employment growth in the entire corridor by 2040 is estimated to be about 50,000, and 
this job growth will be due to many factors. The Purple Line is needed to address the already anticipated growth 
in the region (see FEIS Chapter 1-Purpose and Need). The Purple Line is not anticipated to cause 70,000 new 
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drivers on Bethesda roads daily. Detailed estimates of traffic impacts are provided in FEIS Chapter 3- 
Transportation Effects. 


Level of Service 

Response: Level of Service (LOS) is a standard qualitative measure of how well a roadway functions. It reflects 
operational conditions based on many variables including speed, traffic volume, and roadway configuration 
(FEIS Chapter 3.2.2). The letter grades range from A—free flow conditions, to F—a breakdown of vehicular 
flow. In urbanized areas LOS A-D is typically considered acceptable. The delay thresholds for LOS at signalized 
vs. unsignalized intersections are different. The table below presents the average delay for the different levels of 
service. 


Level of Service Criteria 


Average Delay at 














7 NV(=) = (e(=m BY=lt-\varell Unsignalized 
Level of Service | Signalized Intersections Intersections 
(Hers) (seconds/vehicle) (ole ale AV <1al(e4(—)) 
A < 10 < 10 
B 10.1 to 20 10.1 to 15 
Cc 20.1 to 35.0 15.1 to 25 
D 35.1 to 55.0 25.1 to 35 
E 55.1 to 80.0 35.1 to 50 
F > 80.0 > 50 











Source: Highway Capacity Manual, HCM2000, Transportation Research Board, 2000 


Specific Roadways or Intersections 

Summary of Comments: Commenters were concerned about the impact of the Purple Line to local traffic at 

specific intersections, roadway crossings, or roadways: 

e Acommenter expressed concerns about traffic impacts in Long Branch, particularly the elimination of left 
turns from Flower Avenue on to Arliss street, and from Piney Branch Road north on to University 
Boulevard. 

e Commenters stated concern about the additional traffic congestion that would be caused by the proposed 
Chevy Chase Lake development. A commenter questioned the impacts to Chevy Chase Lake Drive. 

e Commenters expressed concern about traffic impacts from mixed-traffic lanes on Wayne Avenue and Piney 
Branch, and the potential for diversionary traffic from Wayne Avenue onto side streets. A commenter asked 
how pedestrians would cross Wayne Avenue at Springvale Road. 

e Commenters expressed concern about traffic impacts to the North Woodside community if the Talbot 
Avenue Bridge is rebuilt as a two-lane facility. 


Responses: The following transportation improvements are included in the Purple Line FEIS, except the 
refinement of the Talbot Avenue Bridge which is described in ROD Attachment F: Design Refinements since the 
August 2013 FEIS. 


Long Branch: Left turns from Flower Avenue onto Arliss Street will be maintained. In addition, a left turn lane will 
continue to be provided from Piney Branch Road to University Boulevard towards the Beltway. 


Chevy Chase Lake: Traffic projections include currently approved zoning and development for the Chevy Chase 
Lake area. As part of the Montgomery County process, as development is proposed and approved, it will have 
to undergo traffic analysis and include improvements to address traffic needs. The Purple Line will help serve 
the travel needs associated with this development, lessening the reliance on automobile travel. In addition, the 
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Purple Line crosses over Connecticut Avenue and will not affect local traffic operations or congestion, see FEIS 
Chapter 7.2.2. 


The construction and operation of the Purple Line will have no impact on Chevy Chase Lake Drive. 


Wayne Avenue Traffic Analysis:\Nhile the Purple Line will operate in mixed-traffic lanes along Wayne Avenue, it is not 
in mixed traffic along Arliss Street or Piney Branch Road, but rather in dedicated lanes either along the side of 
the road on Arliss Street or in the median on Piney Branch Road. 


The MTA, in close coordination with MD State Highway Administration and Prince George’s County, has 
conducted separate traffic studies for Wayne Avenue, Arliss Street, and Piney Branch Road to examine traffic 
and light rail impacts. Specific measures to improve traffic operations and safety along Wayne Avenue include 
separate left turn lanes at Cedar Street and Dale Drive, and an additional westbound through lane at Sligo 
Creek Parkway. Further, MTA will signalize the intersection of Manchester Road and the entrance to the tunnel, 
providing additional signalized pedestrian crossings of Wayne Avenue. 


Earlier traffic studies conducted along Wayne Avenue as part of the Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (AA/DEIS) have been updated and expanded in order to project future traffic operations, 
identify travel speeds and intersection delay, and to confirm appropriate intersection geometry and traffic 
controls, and included in the FEIS. MTA collected new traffic counts, conducted travel time runs, developed and 
calibrated traffic simulation models to reflect both existing and design year conditions, and worked closely with 
Montgomery County to establish all traffic study parameters. 


The resulting rail and roadway alignment provides travel lanes to accommodate light rail vehicles in mixed-traffic 
lanes, along with new left turn lanes at Cedar Lane and Dale Drive, dedicated transit lanes approaching the 
Silver Spring Library and the Plymouth Tunnel, and an additional westbound lane through the Sligo Creek 
Parkway intersection. The light rail will operate at or below the posted 30 mph speed limit and be subject to the 
same traffic signal controls as all other traffic. Except for separate light rail signal phases at the intersections of 
Fenton Street, Dale Drive, and the Plymouth Tunnel, traffic patterns are not expected to vary from existing 
conditions. 


Although the Washington Metropolitan Regional Model projected a negative traffic growth rate on Wayne 
Avenue, the Design Year traffic estimates for the Purple Line FEIS assumed a 1% annual growth (see FEIS 
Traffic Analysis Technical Report. In addition, the analysis included traffic expected to be generated by 
approved development in the immediate area. The study also included a projected mode shift from private autos 
to light rail of approximately three percent. Even with these higher traffic volume projections, plus the addition of 
light rail vehicles along the corridor, the analysis of the Purple Line showed acceptable levels of service and 
delay. 


It is not anticipated that the introduction of the Purple Line vehicles on Wayne Avenue will result in a diversion of 
traffic through neighborhood streets. If necessary, however, traffic calming measures would be considered by 
the County after light rail operations begin. 


The crosswalk at Springvale Road will be maintained and pedestrians will cross as they do today. 


Talbot Avenue Bridge: The proposed design of the Talbot Avenue Bridge has been refined since the FEIS in 
response to comments from CSX relating to the Capital Crescent Trail, and further coordination with 
Montgomery County and Rosemary Hills Elementary School (see ROD Attachment F: Design Refinements 
since the August 2013 FEIS). The bridge has been realigned slightly to minimize impacts to the school and to 


8 
Because of the use of slightly higher growth rates the analysis is conservative, meaning the actual design year traffic volumes are likely to 
be lower and traffic conditions are likely to be better than what the analysis has found (Chapter 3.1, page 12, FE/S Traffic Analysis Technical 

Report, 2013). 
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improve safety by improving the sight lines. The bridge is being planned to carry the trail as well as Talbot 
Avenue. The trail will be on the northwest side of the bridge. This will eliminate the need for a second, separate 
structure for the trail over the CSX tracks, and its associated impacts. 


The inside width of the bridge will be approximately 41 feet. This includes two 11-foot lanes with 3-foot 
shoulders and a 12-foot 8-inch sidewalk and trail. This will allow safe pedestrian and bicycle access over the 
bridge. And while the bridge is wider than the existing structure, the added width is over the CSX tracks where 
there is little additional encroachment into the community. 


The current bridge is one lane wide but used for travel in both directions. Vehicles take turns crossing the 
bridge. The use of Federal funding for a portion of this project requires that the bridge be built to current Federal 
Highway Administration standards, which require two lanes. MTA has worked with Montgomery County to 
design the roadway with two 11-foot lanes. These narrow traffic lanes will keep traffic speeds low. Montgomery 
County will own the new bridge and will be responsible for its use and management. MTA anticipates that the 
current low speeds and truck restrictions would remain. 


MTA understands that the community is concerned with potential traffic effects of a two-lane bridge. The traffic 
calming measures on Hanover Street and Grace Church Road will remain, including the 15 mph posted speed, 
on-street parking, and speed bumps. If necessary, however, additional traffic calming measures would be 
considered by the County after the opening of the new bridge. 


D.3 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities 


Summary of Comments: There were many comments about the Capital Crescent Trail. These are addressed in 
Section C.3—Capital Crescent Trail of this document. A commenter requested that MTA continue working 
with the State Highway Administration to develop transit areas that are safe and attractive for pedestrians and 
bicyclists. 


Response: MTA will continue to work with the State Highway Administration and the local jurisdictions to 
enhance pedestrian and bicycle facilities. Examples of this coordination include the addition of bike lanes, bike 
facilities at stations, wider sidewalks, crosswalks, and landscaped buffers. 


Bicycle Facilities 
Commenters stated the need to improve bicycle facilities in both counties. They stated a need for bike lanes and 
bike racks, as well as the need to connect bike pathways to create a continuous network for bicyclists. 


A commenter stated that the path on Sligo Creek at Wayne Avenue is narrower than current design requirements 
would call for, and that Purple Line construction should expand the bike lanes where they intersect at Wayne 
and explore safer mechanisms for junctions of bike lanes and Purple Line and streets. 


Response: The Purple Line will provide many improved bicycle facilities. A total length of 16.5 miles of bicycle 

facilities is being proposed throughout the Purple Line corridor. Bicycle facilities consist of bike trails, shared use 

paths, and bike lanes, as summarized below: 

e Reconstruction of 2.8 miles of the Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Lyttonsville 

e Construction of 3.8 miles of new shared use trails, and trail connections, including the extension of the 
Capital Crescent Trail from Lyttonsville to Silver Spring, the construction of the Green Trail along Wayne 
Avenue, and a new shared use path across the University of Maryland Campus 

e Construction of 9.9 bike “lane miles” along Piney Branch Road, University Boulevard, Kenilworth Avenue, 
and Veterans Parkway. 


Purple Line stations will include bike parking at most stations. MTA will continue working with both counties, the 
MTA Bicycle Coordinator, and Purple Line design team, to identify opportunities to provide additional bike 
parking. MTA and Montgomery County will consider the effects of widening the Wayne Avenue bridge over Sligo 
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Creek to accommodate a wider Green Trail; however, the project is not studying any widening of the Sligo 
Creek Trail. 


Pedestrian Facilities 

The following comments addressed issues related to pedestrian facilities: 

e Commenters stated the need for signalized pedestrian crosswalks or stop signs for safety and stated that all 
sidewalks must be ADA compliant. 

e Acommenter stated that the crosswalks at Wayne Avenue and Cedar Street, and Wayne Avenue and Dale 
Drive are not shown on the plans. 

e Commenters opposed the addition of turning lanes because of safety for pedestrians. 

e Acommenter stated concern about the number and location of poles in the sidewalk on Bonifant Street. 

e Acommenter requested a traffic light at the intersection of East West Highway and Edgevale Street to allow 
pedestrians to safely cross East West Highway. 


Response: MTA has designed the Purple Line stations to support safe and convenient pedestrian access, 
soliciting input from the public on station access at Neighborhood Work Groups throughout the corridor. The 
completed Capital Crescent Trail will provide bicycle and pedestrian access to the Purple Line and to the 
communities and destinations between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The Purple Line will include the addition of new signalized pedestrian crosswalks in many locations. The 
crosswalks at the intersections of Wayne with Cedar and Dale Drive are shown on the conceptual engineering 
plans, sheets 116 and 118 in Volume 2 of the FEIS. ADA-compliant facilities are required by State, County, and 
Federal guidelines and are incorporated into the design. Likewise, appropriate safety measures at all crossings 
will be incorporated into the final design as required by the Federal Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices. 


See Section F.6é—Bonifant Street of this document, for responses to comments on Bonifant Street. 


The request for a traffic light at East West Highway and Edgevale Street has been forwarded to Montgomery 
County Department of Transportation. 


D.4_ Parking 


Summary of Comments: Commenter stated concern about the lack of parking provided at Purple Line stations. A 
commenter stated that there should be fewer parking lots. 


Response: As discussed in FE/S Chapter 3.1.3, the Purple Line is designed to attract users who will walk or bike 
to the stations or transfer from other transit including Metrorail and bus. This includes the local County-owned 
bus services, RideOn in Montgomery County and The Bus in Prince George’s County. No new parking facilities 
will be constructed as part of the Purple Line. The busiest stations (at the Metrorail transfer points in Bethesda, 
Silver Spring, College Park, and New Carrollton) all have existing parking facilities. To address increased 
density, additional parking is proposed as part of future development in several of the recent Sector Plans along 
the corridor. 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern that Purple Line users or trail users will park in local 
neighborhoods. Commenters stated concern about the impact of parking loss on businesses in the corridor. 


Response: The counties are responsible for implementing parking restrictions on county roads. Decisions 
regarding specific restrictions and whether they are needed will be made as the Purple Line construction nears 
completion. Both Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties have a process whereby local residents, on a 
block-by-block basis, can request implementation of a parking permit program if non-residents are parking in the 
neighborhood. 


MTA will work with the counties to identify opportunities for business parking. This may include improved 
signage to existing parking facilities, or creation of additional parking. 
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D.5 Safety and Security 


Summary of Comments: Commenters expressed concern about the safety of light rail operations, particularly in 
areas of high pedestrian activity. A commenter cited railroad fatality statistics for Montgomery County from the 
Federal Railroad Administration. Areas of concern included: 

e Children who attend schools near the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail 

e Station access at the Manchester station was not fully described 

e How cars will be kept out of the Plymouth tunnel 

e How children and animals will be kept out to the Plymouth tunnel 

e = Light rail through the University of Maryland campus 

e Mixed-traffic lanes on Wayne Avenue 


A commenter suggested that MTA should calculate the improvement in mortality from drivers switching to 
transit use; and that this benefit should be noted in the FEIS. 


Response: The Purple Line is being designed to be a safe and efficient system. Refer to FE/S Chapter 3.7.3 for 
general safety and security considerations relating to the design, construction, and operations of the Purple 
Line. Unlike Metrorail or commuter rail, light rail is particularly suited to operating within pedestrian 
environments. The fatalities and injuries cited by the commenter were for freight and commuter rail. Freight and 
commuter rail are not comparable to light rail. Special attention has been given to situations where traffic 
shares, is adjacent to, or crosses the transitway. Safety measures will include signing, signal phasing and 
coordination, the addition of turn lanes, and the inclusion of curbs, barriers, and gates, as appropriate. For 
safety of individuals, all retaining walls over 1.5 feet will include a fence on the top for safety. Pedestrian and 
bicycle enhancements are also included throughout the corridor, and pedestrian crossings will be well marked 
and delineated. New trail and sidewalk connections are included, as well as bicycle lanes along many roadways. 
Stations have been designed with safety in mind and have typically been located in areas with high levels of 
activity and nearby development. Station access will be well marked, safe, and convenient, and stations will be 
monitored by closed circuit television (see FEIS Chapter 3.7-Safety and Security). 


Safety of school children is of paramount concern for MTA. MTA will develop a safety and education plan for 
children and adults in English and Spanish. The program will address construction as well as operational safety. 
MTA will work with local schools distribution and implementation of this plan. For children who will use the 
Capital Crescent Trail to walk or bike to school, MTA has worked with the county to design a facility that will be 
safe for all to use. See Section C.5 of this document for a description of the safety improvements that will be 
provided with the completed Capital Crescent Trail. For more information on school safety, see FEIS, Appendix 
A, AA/DEIS Comments and Responses, L.5. 


Station Access at Manchester Place: The Manchester Place station can be accessed from both Wayne Avenue and 
from Plymouth Street via plazas in each location. The Wayne Avenue access is at street level, from the Wayne 
Avenue sidewalk to the platform. The signalized crosswalk immediately east of the tunnel entrance will provide 
access to and from the station for the neighborhoods along the north side of the street. The access from 
Plymouth Street will be via stairs and elevators from Plymouth Street down to the platform level. In order to help 
the community understand what these two access points would look like, MTA prepared renderings that were 
shown at the public Open Houses during the comment period and were posted on the project website. Station 
access will be well-marked and lit, including elevators and stairs. 


Plymouth Tunnel: The Purple Line design includes several elements to reinforce the tunnel entrance for transit 
vehicles only, and preclude the possibility of a car following the train from Wayne Avenue into the tunnel. The 
first is that the transit vehicles move into their own lane prior to the tunnel, separating the light rail vehicles and 
general traffic. The second design element is the visual extension of the curb along the side of the roadway. It 
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will be depressed where the train passes over it, but it will appear as a continuous curb line for passing 
motorists. 


Stations are monitored, including closed circuit television and the end of the platforms are closed off to prevent 
someone from continuing into the tunnel. 


The proposed tunnel will include cameras with motion detectors. If a person, animal, or other object enters the 
tunnel, the operations center will be immediately alerted. 


UMD Campus: MTA continues to work with UMD on the design of the Purple Line through campus. In the areas 
with the greatest pedestrian activity, near Stamp Student Union and Cole Student Activities Building, the Purple 
Line will be operating in the existing roadway where pedestrians are typically accustomed to seeing cars and 
buses. Landscaping will be low to provide good visibility, and crosswalks will be clearly marked and located 
where pedestrians want to cross. 


Wayne Avenue: The light rail alignment has been designed to accommodate light rail speeds comparable to 
general traffic. The light rail vehicles will not be permitted to exceed the posted speed limit in any mixed-traffic or 
dedicated alignment, either in the road, in the median or along the side of the road. Braking studies for the 
Purple Line have concluded that braking distances for light rail vehicles are similar or faster than those of buses. 


Reduced Mortality from Transit Use: MTA is aware of studies showing reduced mortality from transit use per miles 
traveled; however, reduced mortality rates, while beneficial, are not Purple Line project goals. 


E Environmental Resources 


E.1 Impacts to Natural Environment 


Summary of Comments: Many commenters stated concern about the natural environment. Some opposed the 

project because of general concern about impacts to the natural environment. A commenter stated that specific 

locations of the impacted resources are not shown and that the FEIS was a limited analysis with many elements 

being mere guesses at this stage. Commenters stated that the Purple Line should be designed in a community- 

and environmentally-friendly manner and negative impacts should be mitigated to the greatest extent possible. A 

commenter stated that all jurisdictional agencies must also be consulted. 

e The City of Takoma Park requested that green track be used in commercial areas such as Takoma/Langley 
Crossroads and Long Branch. 

e Commenters stated concern that the Environmental Compliance Plan has not yet been developed and 
therefore is not available in the FEIS for review. 


Response: The alternatives presented in the FEIS were developed to a level necessary to assess the potential 
impacts of the project to the natural and built environment for the Preferred Alternative as compared to the No 
Build Alternative. The Environmental Resource Mapping contained in Volume II of the FEIS shows 
environmental resources in the corridor and the proposed Limits of Disturbance, or LOD (thick light blue line). 
The LOD includes right-of-way that will be acquired for the project as well as permanent and temporary 
easements and reflects the areas where resources may be impacted by the project. All construction activities 
will be within these limits. Despite efforts to avoid and minimize impacts, the transportation, economic, and 
community benefits of the Purple Line would come with some unavoidable adverse effects. MTA has strived to 
avoid or minimize potentially adverse effects by working closely with resource agencies, stakeholders, and local 
communities, and making refinements to the design of the Purple Line. FE/S Chapter 4-Environmental 
Resources, Impacts and Mitigation, discusses a wide range of environmental resources. The Purple Line is 
being planned and designed in accordance with all local, state, and federal laws and regulations. These 
regulations, including the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), set out specific criteria for environmental 
and social impacts and how they are to be avoided and/or mitigated against. Respective jurisdictional agencies 
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including Maryland Department of Natural Resources, Maryland Department of the Environment, and 
Montgomery County and Prince George’s County Departments of Planning and Transportation, have been and 
will continue to be consulted throughout the development of the project. FE/S Chapter 4 discusses the 
environmental effects that could be expected to occur with the construction and operation of the Purple Line. 


The FEIS summarizes these impacts, while providing further detail within the associated technical reports. The 
FEIS includes numerous measures to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts to the natural environment (see 
ROD Attachment A-Commitment and Mitigation Measures). Following are some examples that are described 
further in FEIS Chapters 4.13-Habitat and Wildlife and 4.14-Water Resources: 

e MTAhas and continues to strive to avoid long-term water quality and quantity impacts to aquatic biota by 
minimizing the amount of new impervious surface associated with the transitway, yard, and maintenance 
facility, either through reducing the amount of new paved surfaces or using green track (in appropriate 
locations), which would allow for some water absorption. 

e As part of project-wide avoidance and minimization efforts, the footprint of the Glenridge Maintenance 
Facility was adjusted to minimize impacts to a tributary of Brier Ditch. In a second example, impacts to a 
stream will be avoided due to the modification of the alignment along Ellin Road. 

e MTAwill use green track along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, and in locations in Prince George’s 
County, which would allow for some water absorption, thereby reducing the movement of contaminants to 
surface water bodies, reducing impervious cover, and reducing stormwater runoff. The applicability is based 
on a number of factors including stormwater management, physical location, and the level and/or presence 
of pedestrian or auto traffic; all of which affect the viability of the plant matter. Locations in the medians of 
roadways have been determined to be inappropriate for green tracks because of anticipated damage to the 
plantings from high temperatures, exposure to large quantities of road salt, and pedestrian traffic. 

e Where unavoidable forest impacts occur, MTA will offset those impacts within the same watershed by 
reforestation and afforestation, which is planting trees in cleared areas, and afforestation, which is planting 
trees in areas not previously forested. 


The Environmental Compliance Plan will be developed in the final design phase, prior to the initiation of 
construction, and will incorporate the commitments made in the FEIS, ROD, Section 4(f) Evaluation, and other 
documents such as environmental permits. This document will ensure that contractors employ means and 
methods to avoid or minimize impacts to the environment and general public in compliance with construction 
contract documents (FE/S Chapter 5.4). 


FTA has determined, pursuant to Title 23 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 771, and Title 40 CFR 
Parts 1500-1508, that the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) have been 
satisfied for the Purple Line project. . 


E.2 Land Use, Public Policy, Zoning, and Neighborhoods and Demographics 
Land Use 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about changes to land use that would result from the Purple 

Line. Others stated concern that the descriptions of the existing land uses were not accurate. 

e Acommenter stated that the FEIS did not acknowledge the residential character of much of the Purple Line 
corridor. The commenter stated concern that transit-oriented development (TOD) was not appropriate for 
the residential areas that abut the Purple Line, particularly along the Georgetown Branch. 

e Acommenter noted that potential impacts to residential areas in College Park and New Carrollton were not 
addressed. 

e Acommenter stated that FEIS Chapter 4.2.2-Existing Land Use should have discussed the Georgetown 
Branch Interim Trail. 
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e Commenters stated concern that proposed zoning and ensuing development associated with the Purple Line 
were not evaluated. 

e Acommenter noted that FEIS Chapter 7.2.6 was incorrect in citing the East Silver Spring Master Plan 
regarding the Dale Drive station. 


Response: 


e FEIS Chapter 4.2.2 states that land uses in both counties are largely residential. FEIS Figure 4-1 illustrates 
the existing and planned land uses in the corridor. Properties that are not adjacent to stations would not be 
candidates for TOD. 

e Impacts to residential areas in College Park and New Carrollton would be limited because of the distance of 
the Purple Line to neighborhoods in these areas, and the orientation and access of existing roadways. 

e The Georgetown Branch Interim Trail is discussed in FEIS Chapters 2.3.2, 3.3, 4.9, and 6.3. FEIS Chapter 
4.2.2-Existing Land Use is a larger discussion of land use, rather than a listing of individual facilities. 

e The FEIS evaluated impacts to planned development in FEIS Chapter 4.2, and cumulative and reasonably 
foreseeable effects, including development, are discussed in FE/S, Chapter 7-Indirect and Cumulative 
Effects. 

e The commenter is correct that the Dale Drive station area is in the North and West Silver Spring Master 
Plan (2000), see ROD Attachment G: FEIS Errata Sheet. 


Unwanted Development 

Summary of Comments: Commenters expressed concern that the Purple Line would generate additional 
development in the project corridor. Other commenters stated support for the potential new development. 
Commenters opposed increased density in their neighborhoods; two examples were the proposed Chevy Chase 
Lake development and denser redevelopment in the Long Branch area. A commenter noted that proposed zoning 
and ensuing development are not evaluated. Commenters asked how the Montgomery County Purple Line 
Functional Plan addresses specific issues along the route. 


Response: The Purple Line corridor comprises a variety of urban and suburban land uses, including residential, 
commercial, recreational, institutional, and industrial. Clusters of higher density mixed-use development 
characterize the five major activity centers of Bethesda, Silver Spring, Takoma/Langley Park, College Park, and 
New Carrollton. Current zoning concentrates urban growth around activity centers to support TOD and 
surrounding low- to medium-density residential uses. Transit-oriented development opportunities exist in activity 
centers that Prince George's and Montgomery Counties have identified for transportation improvements, growth 
and redevelopment opportunities. Both Montgomery County and Prince George’s County have plans or studies 
approved or under development to promote transit-oriented development around the appropriate Purple Line 
stations. In conjunction with each plan’s recommendations, the Purple Line would provide the opportunity to 
increase mobility, provide access to jobs, and improve the quality of life in the area. 


For most communities, the Purple Line provides an opportunity to support planned growth and redevelopment. 
Ultimately, all development decisions (including land use and zoning) around the Purple Line or at station areas 
will be determined by the local jurisdictions. Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties provide opportunities for 
public involvement in their land use planning and in the responsible management of land use. A full discussion 
is provided in FEIS Chapter 4.2-Land Use Public Policy and Zoning and FEIS Chapter 7-Indirect and 
Cumulative Effects. Chapter 7.2.2 discusses Chevy Chase Lake and acknowledges that over 1 million square 
feet of new mixed used development would be permitted with the funding of the Purple Line. Chapter 7.2.8 
discusses Long Branch. This area is the subject of a new sector plan, currently in draft. If the Purple Line is built 
the sector plan envisions additional development including residential and commercial uses, and public space. 


The proposed zoning changes in Bethesda are County-initiated, and, if approved, the resulting changes to the 
Purple Line will be assessed through local planning processes. 
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The Purple Line Functional Master Plan is not intended to address specific issues along the route. The goal of 
this Purple Line Functional Plan is to identify the specific alignment and station locations within the County so 
that existing and future master, sector, station area, and other plans will have the benefit of adopted policy 
guidance as to the location, mode, function, and general operational characteristics of the Purple Line. For 
further information, see the Montgomery County Planning website, 
http://www.montgomeryplanning.org/transportation/projects/purple_line.shtm. 


Planned Development 

Summary of Comments: A commenter stated that the proposed University of Maryland (UMD) East Campus 
Redevelopment Initiative and College Park Metrorail Station development were overstated, as both projects are 
no longer moving forward as described. The WMATA project now proposes less development at the College 
Park Metrorail station. 


Response: MTA has been working with the UMD and understands that the nature and size of the East Campus 
development has changed. In November 2013, UMD announced that it would sell a 3-acre portion of East 
Campus to the University of Maryland College Park Foundation. The Foundation will work with a private 
company to build a 300-room hotel on the site, as the first step of a project-by-project development strategy. 


MTA is also participating with M-NCPPC on their transit district development effort which is developing a vision 
for the future development of the River Road and M Square area, and MTA looks forward to continuing to work 
with them and the City of College Park on future development plans around the Purple Line stations. WMATA is 
currently re-bidding the residential component of the College Park Metrorail redevelopment. MTA has worked 
closely with WMATA to align the Purple Line so that it will be well integrated into any future development. 


As stated in FEIS Chapter 7-Indirect and Cumulative Effects, FTA and MTA recognized that actual station area 
development may not occur at the densities proposed by current plans. In addition to the possibility that the 
plans may be revised, future development may be limited by a variety of factors including market conditions, 
developer preferences, environmental permitting issues, and infrastructure availability. 


Demographics, Community Facilities, and Community Definitions 

Summary of Comments: Commenters stated that the demographics given for Langley Park and The Town of 
College Park neighborhoods were incorrect. A commenter stated that the FEIS incorrectly described several 
community facilities as in Adelphi, when they are in fact in Langley Park, and questioned why several other 
community facilities were not included in the FEIS. Commenters questioned why the Hamlet Place Co-op 
townhouse community was not listed as a neighborhood nor specifically identified as a study area. 


Response: Concerns that demographics were incorrect were based on a misunderstanding by commenters on 
the definition of “Neighborhoods” used in the AA/DEIS and the FEIS. In order to describe the Purple Line 
corridor, MTA defined 16 “neighborhoods” covering the entire corridor. These neighborhoods were given local 
names. FEIS Figure 4-2 shows the areas covered by the neighborhoods. Because these “neighborhoods” do 
not necessarily have the same boundaries as defined by several of communities sharing the same name, the 
demographics are different from those cited by the commenters. 


The Chillum-Adelphi Fire Company and Greater Grace Church are both listed as in Langley Park; see FEIS 
Table 4-5. The community facilities listed by the commenter are outside the study area, defined as 500 feet on 
either side of the Purple Line. 


The Hamlet Place Co-op was included in the Chevy Chase neighborhood as described in FEIS Chapter 4.3.2 
and shown in FEIS Figure 4.2. The 500-foot study area described in FEIS Chapter 4.1 includes the Hamlet 
Place Co-op. 


Negative Impacts to Neighborhoods: Commenters stated that the overall negative impact of the project was greater 
than the benefits it would provide. 
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Response: The Purple Line has been designed to serve the communities in the corridor and to fit into a 
developed environment with minimal impacts. The Purple Line will provide a convenient and reliable transit 
service in a corridor where this is lacking. Connections with four branches of the Metrorail system, all three 
MARC commuter rail lines, and Amtrak at New Carrollton will provide access to the greater Washington 
metropolitan area facilitating access to employment, education, residential areas, and entertainment. In much of 
the corridor, the Purple Line will operate in or adjacent to existing roadways to minimize the impacts to both the 
built and the natural environment. In several areas, such as on Ellin Road and Wayne Avenue, the Purple Line 
will operate in mixed-traffic lanes, further minimizing the impacts to local communities. FTA and MTA have 
evaluated and considered the potential adverse effects to neighborhoods and communities throughout the 
corridor, and MTA has met extensively with communities to identify ways to avoid and minimize impacts to the 
extent reasonably feasible. There are unavoidable and adverse impacts to neighborhoods in the project corridor; 
however, FTA and MTA have weighed the benefits versus the effect and determined that the benefits of the 
Purple Line outweigh the impacts (see FE/S Chapter 4- Environmental Resources, Impacts, and Mitigation, and 
FEIS Chapter 9- Comparative Evaluation of Alternatives). 


Crime: Commenters stated concerns that the Purple Line would bring crime to communities along the alignment. 


Response: FTA and MTA are aware of public perceptions about increased crime in communities served by 
transit, but are not aware of evidence demonstrating that transit access actually leads to increased crime. 
Notably, a 2002 study regarding a new light rail line in Los Angeles found that the project had no effect on crime 
rates. The study assessed the effects of the Green Line light rail line on crime in the adjacent neighborhoods in 
Los Angeles. The Green Line passes through several high-crime inner city neighborhoods and terminates at its 
western end in affluent suburban communities. The study examined neighborhood level and municipality-wide 
crime trends for five years before and five years after the inception of the line. At the end, the study established 
that the transit line had not had significant impacts on crime trends or crime dislocation in the station 
neighborhoods, and had not transported crime from the inner city to the suburbs. 


As described in FEIS Chapter 3, p 3-20 MTA’s Security Program has been developed by MTA Police. The 
program emphasizes that the security of customers, employees, and property is the responsibility of every 
employee and department within MTA. The MTA Police Force consists of personnel who possess police officer 
authority extending throughout the state of Maryland. 


E.3 Property Acquisitions and Displacements 


Summary of Comments: Commenters expressed concern about right-of-way impacts on private property, and 
residential and business displacements. 


Response: The FEIS discloses the anticipated property acquisitions and displacements caused by the Purple 
Line as well as the steps MTA has taken to eliminate or reduce the need for acquisition and displacements. See 
FEIS, Section 4.11, Property Acquisition and Displacements. As noted in the FEIS, the Constitution and federal 
and state laws require payment of just compensation or fair market value should private property be acquired 
and that owners and tenants be treated in a fair and equitable manner. These laws include the federal Uniform 
Relocation and Real Property Acquisitions Policies Act of 1970 and The Real Property Article of the Annotated 
Code of Maryland, Title 2, Section 2-112 and Titles 12, Subtitle 2, Sections 12-201 to 12-212. A description of 
the process is provided in the Purple Line brochure “Your Rights as a Property Owner” available on the Purple 
Line website, www.purplelinemd.com. 


9 
Ligget, R., Loukaitou-Sideus, A, and Iseki, H. Journeys to Crime: Assessing the effect of a light rail line on crime in the neighborhoods. 
Transportation Research Board. 2003 
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Displacements 

Commenters who own businesses in the corridor stated concern about the impact to their businesses from 
relocation, including loss of customer base, the challenge of finding new locations, and the disruption of service. 
A commenter stated concern that the compensation provided by the State would not be adequate. A commenter 
stated concern about the potential need to relocate if the Apex building is redeveloped. 


Response: MTA has worked diligently to develop the Purple Line to minimize impacts to private property; 
however, some displacements will be necessary, as shown in FEIS Table 4-8. MTA has coordinated, and will 
continue to coordinate with affected property owners and tenants to develop means to avoid or minimize 
property acquisitions and displacements. Since the publication of the FEIS, more detailed design has allowed 
MTA to reduce the estimated number of properties affected by the project from over 700 as described in the 
FEIS (both property acquisition and temporary easements) to approximately 615 properties. As discussed in 
FEIS Chapter 4.4, MTA will provide relocation assistance and compensation for displaced residents and 
businesses, as required by the Uniform Act, FTA Circular 5010.1D, Grants Management Requirements, and the 
Real Property and Transportation Articles of the Annotated Code of Maryland. See FEIS Appendix A, AA/DEIS 
Comments and Responses, K. 5. 


The Montgomery County Council approved the Bethesda Minor Master Plan on February 11, 2014. The Minor 
Master Plan includes new zoning and a Capital Crescent Trail tunnel. A decision has not been made by the 
owners of the Apex building on whether they will redevelop the property prior to construction of the Purple Line. 


Location of Property Acquisition 

A commenter stated that the FEIS does not list the 315 properties where the Purple Line would like to obtain 
easements, or the size or duration of the easements. Commenters stated concern that it is difficult for property 
owners to determine the impact on their properties in the absence of disclosure of an easement list. 


Response: The Environmental Resource Mapping contained in Volume II of the FEIS shows the existing right-of- 
way lines which include property boundaries (white line) as well as the proposed Limits of Disturbance, or LOD 
(thick light blue line). The proposed LOD is inclusive of both fee simple rights-of-way currently planned to be 
acquired for the project as well as easements. Property owners may look at these maps to determine the 
potential impacts on their property based on the level of design at the time the FEIS was prepared. During the 
property acquisition process MTA will meet with each property owner and provide property owners with detailed 
information, plats, and appraisals specific to the property interest being acquired from them. Some easements 
will be temporary for all or a portion of the construction period but others may be permanent, such as utility 
easements. It should be noted that the mapping provided in Volume II is based on conceptual engineering, and 
is subject to refinements. 


Cost of Property Acquisition 
A commenter asked how much money will be spent for the acquisition process. 


Response: Affected owners and tenants will be justly compensated as required by law, including relocation 
benefits, where eligible. The estimated cost of right-of-way acquisition for the Purple Line is currently $218 
million. This includes property acquisitions, both full and partial, and relocation benefits. 


Schedule of Property Acquisition 


A commenter requested that property acquisition be done as late as possible. 


Response: The property acquisition process can be lengthy, particularly if it is a full acquisition that includes 
relocation. The scheduling of property acquisition will depend, in part, on the construction schedule for the 
project; however, MTA appreciates that property owners or tenants may wish to remain on the properties as 
long as possible, and MTA will endeavor to accommodate property owners and tenants, where reasonably 
feasible. 
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E.4 Economic Activity 


Potential Benefits to Developers 
Summary of Comments: Commenters stated that the beneficiaries of this project will not be the residents, riders, 
or local stakeholders, but private developers. 


Response: The project is being planned to serve the people who live, work, shop, visit, and travel through the 
corridor. The Purple Line will provide substantial benefit to the commuting public with a new more reliable and 
efficient transit choice. Transportation investments tend to have benefits to nearby property owners, but this is 
merely a reflection of the value of the projects and the benefits they will provide. 


The land use plans, master plans, and sector plans discussed in FEIS Chapter 4.2-Land Use, Public Policy, and 
Zoning, establish a conceptual structure and direct the development of overall land use through zoning. Both 
counties and several municipalities in the study area have developed plans and policies with more detailed 
visions for land use in their respective jurisdictions. At several of the proposed station locations, particularly 
Bethesda, Chevy Chase Lake, Long Branch, Piney Branch, Takoma/Langley, East Campus, College Park, M 
Square, Riverdale Park, Annapolis Road, and New Carrollton, zoning supports opportunities for redevelopment 
and for transit-oriented development, emphasizing a pedestrian-friendly, mixed-use environment with a multi- 
modal transit network. These plans have been developed and prepared by the respective counties and their 
elected officials and with significant public input. FEIS Chapter 7—Indirect and Cumulative Effects discusses 
proposed development and land use planning in each station area. 


Where it occurs, increased development and high-density infill surrounding key activity centers and the 
transportation corridors served by the Purple Line would promote employment by creating new permanent jobs 
and supporting access to employment opportunities. Commercial, office, and industrial uses throughout the 
study area would benefit from this improved transit access, as employers in the study area would be able to 
draw from a larger pool of potential employees. In addition, their customers and clients would have improved 
access. Businesses also may be influenced by transit service when selecting new sites, resulting in increased 
intensity of these land uses. 


Property Values 

Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern that the Purple Line would lower their property values. Other 
commenters stated concern that the Purple Line would increase property values, resulting in raised rents for 
businesses and residents. 


Response: Home and property values are influenced by a number of factors including the housing market in 
general, the local market specifically, and the particular needs of the seller and the buyer. The degree to which 
the Purple Line would affect short or long-term property values would be subjective and difficult to quantify. 
Improved access and mobility (Such as would be provided by the Purple Line) can have an indirect positive 
effect on property values. The Purple Line has the potential to have a net positive effect on the tax base by 
increasing property values in the corridor (see FEIS Chapter 7-Indirect and Cumulative Effects). While the 
overall effect on a municipal scale is expected to be positive, on an individual scale there will be adverse 
impacts to some property values as well as small businesses with lost earnings and lost wages (FEIS Chapter 
4.5.3—Economic Affects, p. 4-46) For a discussion of the potential loss of affordable housing and potential 
impacts to businesses see Section E.14-Environmental Justice of this document. 


Economic Impacts 
Summary of Comments: Commenters questioned the benefit of the proposed project to the economy. 


Response: The Purple Line will provide regional and local economic benefits of improved east-west travel, 
access to and between activity centers, connections to other transit services, and better access to jobs. 
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Long-term effects on business conditions resulting from the Purple Line are anticipated to be positive, based on 
analysis shown in the FE/S Economic Effects Technical Report. Annual operations and maintenance 
expenditures resulting from the implementation of the Purple Line are expected to be $38.3 million more than 
expenditures under the No Build Alternative. As stated in FEIS, Chapter 4.5.3, increased transportation capacity 
and new and improved connections created by the Purple Line would create long-term competitive advantages 
for businesses in the study area by improving connections between businesses and their employees and 
customers. 


As stated in the FEIS Chapter 4.5.3, from the labor force perspective, the Purple Line would improve 
connections for corridor residents to jobs and educational opportunities. The long-term positive effects to the 
economy within the study area from development would be the creation of more area jobs, increased area 
housing, improved mobility and accessibility for commuters, increased access to potentially higher-paying 
employment opportunities for local residents, and increased customer markets for local businesses. 


Potential impacts to small businesses including increased rents and short-term impacts from construction are 
discussed in Section E.14-Environmental Justice of this document. 


The displacement of small businesses will have negative impact of lost revenue to business owners and 
tenants. MTA will work with all displaced businesses in accordance with the Uniform Relocation and Real 
Property Acquisitions Policies Act of 1970 to ensure that all eligible businesses are provided the full protection of 
the law. 


E.5 Parks, Open Space, and Recreational Resources 


Georgetown Branch Interim Trail 

Commenters stated that the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail should be evaluated as a park for purposes of 
Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act. They stated that the impact to the resource as parkland, 
the loss of trees, and the change of character was not adequately considered in the FEIS. 


Response: See Section C.3-Capital Crescent Trail of this document. 


Rock Creek Park 
A commenter stated concern about potential impacts to Rock Creek Park from the construction and operation of 
the Purple Line. 


Response: Potential impacts to Rock Creek Park have been considered. MTA coordinated with Maryland- 
National Park and Planning Commission Park (M-NCPPC) and the National Capital Planning Commission, both 
of whom have responsibility for Rock Creek Park. In addition, the Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
and the Department of the Environment have reviewed the Purple Line plans to ensure that the Purple Line will 
be built in full compliance of applicable laws and regulations that protect the natural environment, including 
water resources. M-NCPPC has concurred with MTA’s minimization efforts in the park and with FTA and MTA’s 
temporary occupancy exception determination under Section 4(f). 


Elm Street Park 


A commenter stated concern that Elm Street Park would be adversely impacted by the noise of horns and bells. 
Commenters also stated concern about children’s safety as children playing in the park would only be separated 
by a 4-foot wall from the Purple Line. 


Response: The County has a separate, planned project for a surface trail through Elm Street Park, and they will 
be performing environmental studies, as appropriate. 


The entire Purple Line will be fenced off from adjacent properties and the Capital Crescent Trail. Trail access 
will be via formal access points. There are two features of the design along the side of Elm Street Urban Park 
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adjacent to the proposed Purple Line that will provide further safety for those in the Park. A ventilation structure 
will be located between the park and the transitway, limiting views of the transitway and acting as a barrier for 
noise from the passing trains. The trail connection will climb on retained fill under the Air Rights Building to a 
point where the connection crosses over the transitway. The retained fill will also limit views of the transitway 
and act as a barrier for noise from passing trains. 


The Purple Line will not be sounding a horn as it approaches the station. Horns are only sounded at at-grade 
roadway crossings and in emergency situations. A complete horn and bell policy is under development by MTA. 
As noted above, the ventilation structure will function as a noise barrier for noise from the passing trains, as will 
the retained fill under the trail connection. 


The only access between the Capital Crescent Trail and the park will be via the trail connection, which will be 
fenced to provide safe passage over the transitway. 


See Section H- Section 4(f) Resources of this document for a discussion of FTA finding under Section 4(f) for 
this park. 


Leland Park 


A commenter stated concern about noise and vibration impacts to Leland Park from the traction power 
substation on Montgomery Avenue. 


Response: The specified traction power substation noise level is 60 dBA at a distance of 3 feet from the 
substation. Sixty dBA is equivalent to conversation in a restaurant or office, background music, or an air 
conditioning unit at 100 feet. The traction power substation will not be audible from Leland Park. The substation 
will not generate vibration. 


Open space east of Hamlet Place Co-op 
Commenters asked why the open space east of Hamlet Place Co-op was not addressed. 


Response: This county-owned parcel is not recreational property and is not used as a park; it is simply an 
undeveloped parcel of land. Montgomery County has requested that MTA provide a large culvert to 
accommodate a potential trail in the future. 


Coordination with NCPC 
A commenter stated that the FEIS did not accurately describe the role of the National Capital Planning 
Commission. 


Response: The FEIS describes the statute regarding NCPC coordination, the coordination between NCPC and 
MTA, and the criteria identified by NCPC (FE/S Chapter 4.6.1—Park, Recreational Land and Open Space, 
Regulatory Context and Methodology and ROD Section 6.6-Capper-Cramton Act). MTA acknowledges that 
coordination with NCPC is ongoing and that as additional design details are developed MTA will submit these 
refinements to NCPC for approval. FTA and MTA acknowledge that NCPC interprets the Capper-Cramton Act to 
require NCPC’s approval for proposed development on lands acquired with funding under the Capper-Cramton 
Act. See Section III for NCPC’s comments on the FEIS and FTA and MTA’s response regarding NCPC’s role. In 
addition, FTA and MTA have made changes at specific locations in the FEIS in responses to NCPC’s 
comments; for a complete list of corrections to the FEIS, refer to Record of Decision, Attachment G, FEIS Errata 
Sheet. 


E.6 Historic and Archeological Resources 
Rock Creek Trestle 


A commenter stated that the trestle bridge over Rock Creek is historic and should have been included as 
resource under Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transportation Act of 1966. 
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Response: The Rock Creek Trestle (M: 36-29) was built in 1892 but was altered in 1904, 1928, 1972, and 
substantially renovated between 2000-2003 following a fire, with the addition of observation bump outs to allow 
for scenic viewing space that would not impede trail users. Original rails and ties were also removed and 
replaced with standard wood boards. The trestle was evaluated for National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 
eligibility in 2002 and was determined to be not eligible; the Maryland Historical Trust concurred with this 
determination. In 2012, the Rock Creek Park Montgomery County Survey Area was evaluated for NRHP 
eligibility, and, at that time the trestle was determined to be a non-contributing element to the park; the Maryland 
Historical Trust concurred with this determination. Because the trestle was determined to be individually not 
eligible and also a noncontributing element, it is not a historic resource. Therefore, it is not subject to evaluation 
under Section 4(f). 


Lyttonsville 
A commenter stated that Lyttonsville is historic and should receive protection under Section 4(f). 


Response: The Area of Potential Effects (APE) for historic resources was established in consultation with 
Maryland Historical Trust. All resources more than 40 years of age within the APE were evaluated to Maryland 
Historical Trust standards using the criteria established by the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), and 
the Trust concurred with the findings. As a potential historic district Lyttonsville has a low level of integrity with 
many infill buildings and numerous changes to older buildings and therefore Lyttonsville was not evaluated as a 
historic resource within the APE. The Purple Line data collection and evaluations was reviewed and concurred 
with by the Maryland Historical Trust. Therefore, Lyttonsville would not be considered a Section 4(f) resource for 
the Purple Line. 


E.7 Visual and Aesthetic Issues 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about the negative visual impact of the Purple Line, 
particularly the poles and wires. Commenters stated concern that the Purple Line will be visually or aesthetically 
unpleasing in areas of the corridor and that the Purple Line needs to be incorporated in an aesthetically pleasing 
manner along the entire corridor, and they requested better or non-intrusive lighting and simple streamlined 
stations. Commenters suggested the vehicle technology include wire-free or underground transmission of 
electricity to avoid visual impacts associated with overhead wires. Commenters asked why Hamlet Place Co-op 
was not listed as an area in which a high visual effect will occur. Commenters stated concern about the visual 
impacts of poles, wires, stations, retaining walls, and traction power substations. 


Response: FE/S Chapter 4.9—Visual Resources is an assessment of the effect of the Purple Line on visual 
resources. As often noted, the Purple Line will result in a change in visual character; poles, wires, and other 
structures not present today will generally be visible (see FE/S, Chapter 5.9.3). In designing the Purple Line, 
MTA has made continual efforts to respect the visual quality and integrity of the neighborhoods in which the 
project would be built, using context sensitive design techniques. Through its public involvement and 
stakeholder coordination program, MTA has met and will continue to meet with communities and stakeholders to 
understand community concerns and visions. Section C.3—Trail Design and Amenities of this document 
discusses the fact that lighting will be designed to reduce spill-over into adjacent areas 


Project elements, such as the station shelters, were developed with input from local stakeholders and designed 
to be understated and fit into the surrounding community. The location, setting, and design of each traction 

power substation has been analyzed, public input considered, and in areas of moderate or high visual sensitivity, 
where reasonable and appropriate, MTA will provide landscaping and other screening design features. Traction 
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In general, properties less than 50 years of age are presumed to be ineligible for the National Register, unless they possess exceptional 
importance. Assessments of properties for potential eligibility focus on properties that at least 40 years old in order to include properties that 
are reasonably expected to be 50 years of age or older at the time of construction. See FE/S, Section 4.7.1, p. 4-61. 
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power substations are discussed in Section C.4 of this document. MTA has and will continue to coordinate with 
local communities on treatment of the project elements. 


Efforts have been made to reduce the visual effect through the design of the system using center poles where 
possible to reduce the number of poles, such as along the Georgetown Branch, or side poles where they will 
blend in with the backdrop of adjacent buildings such as through the University of Maryland campus. MTA will 
use context-sensitive design principles in the selection of the material and color of poles. There may be limited 
opportunities in some locations for the joint use of poles of the Purple Line wires and local streetlights or 
signage. 


MTA has and will continue to identify minimization strategies and mitigation for visual impacts. MTA will use the 
Art-In-Transit program to enhance key elements of the project, as appropriate. Refer to FEIS Chapter 4.9-Visual 
Effects for a discussion of the visual effects of the Purple Line and the proposed mitigation measures. 


Many of the retaining walls in the Purple Line plans have been identified as potential locations for enhancement 
under the Art-In-Transit program. MTA has commissioned architect and sculptor Jo Schneider to lead the Art-In- 
Transit Program for the Purple Line. The Art-In-Transit Program will incorporate art into the design of the 
stations and other built elements of the project such as retaining walls and bridges. This will be achieved by 
turning standard light rail elements, walls, fencing, lighting, etc., into works of art. The mission is to incorporate 
artwork to make the Purple Line distinct in its design and artistic impact, encourage civic pride, and to bea 
positive symbol for the neighborhoods, city, and area. Working with the counties, MTA will identify an Artist 
Selection Committee, which will include community members and arts professionals. 


The use of wire-free technologies is discussed in Section C.1-Mode of Transportation or Alternative 
Technologies 


Hamlet Place Co-op 

Commenters asked why Hamlet Place Co-op was not listed as an area of high visual impact. These commenters 
stated that the proposed 4-foot high wall would not be tall enough to mitigate the visual effect and that they 
would like a 15-foot wall and landscaping. 


Response: Hamlet Place is located in Visual Assessment Unit 1 (the entire Georgetown Branch right-of-way from 
Bethesda to Stewart Avenue), all of which is identified as an area of high visual effect. See FE/S, Section 4.93, 
p. 4-84. The 4-foot wall is proposed by MTA to mitigate noise impacts, not visual effects. Mitigation for visual 
effects will include landscaping where reasonably feasible and, in some locations, Art-In-Transit. 


Sligo Creek Bridge 


Commenters requested that the Sligo Creek Bridge be rebuilt with attention to aesthetics. 


Response: The Wayne Avenue bridge over Sligo Creek will be reconstructed as part of the Purple Line. MTA has 
coordinated with Montgomery County on the design of this county-owned bridge. Guardrails, bridge parapets 
and railings, signs, and other existing structures on Wayne Avenue and Sligo Creek Parkway will be replaced 
with new structures, where appropriate. Any new structures would match existing elements, including aesthetics 
on the parapets and the three strand open rail across the bridge. This will result in a bridge that looks very 
similar to the existing bridge. 


E.8 Air Quality, Climate Change, and Energy 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated that the FEIS did not evaluate the impacts to air quality from the 
emissions generated by the light rail or from increased congestion of general traffic. Commenters stated that the 
improvement of air quality demonstrated in the FEIS was negligible. Commenters stated that the loss of trees 
would have a negative impact on air quality and could promote climate change. Commenters asked about the 
NAAQS impact to Hamlet Place Co-op, given the proximity of the residences to the transitway. 
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Response: As discussed in FEIS Chapter 4.10-Air Quality and the FEIS Air Quality Technical Report, the air 
quality analysis determined that the Purple Line will not cause or contribute to a violation of the National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) regulated by the Environmental Protection Agency and the Maryland 
Department of the Environment. 


As discussed in FEIS Chapter 3.2-Roadways the level of service analysis of the Purple Line shows an 
improvement at most intersections when compared to the No Build Alternative. The Purple Line has the 
potential to improve traffic conditions and roadway system performance by upgrading intersections with added 
turn lanes and the addition or modification of traffic signals. In addition, by prompting a shift in the mode of travel 
from private automobiles to public transit, the Purple Line has the potential to reduce traffic congestion. 


As discussed in FE/S Chapter 4.10 and the Air Quality Technical Report, the effect of the project on the air 
quality was modeled using data from the traffic simulation models, which included the rail line occupying the 
lanes of traffic, increases in the base traffic, as well as the increase in travel time and delay along the corridor, 
and any detours that may be caused by the Purple Line. 


Tree Loss: The Purple Line will not increase air pollution beyond acceptable National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards. The NAAQS are stringent federal standard which ensure safety for the public. Matures trees play a 
significant role in regulating air temperature and removing carbon dioxide from the atmosphere. An inventory of 
mature trees has been performed, and where reasonably feasible, as many mature trees will be retained as 
possible. Landscaping will also be installed along the final alignment. As discussed in FE/S Chapter 4.13, 
impacts to forests along the Georgetown Branch trail, as well as the remaining length of the project, will be 
mitigated in accordance with the Maryland Forest Conservation Act. MTA will follow MDNR direction and 
develop a Forest Conservation Plan which will identify how MTA will offset those impacts by reforestation, which 
is planting trees in cleared areas, or afforestation, which is planting trees in areas not previously forested. 


Hamlet Place: The Purple Line will not generate emissions locally because it is powered by electricity. 


E.9 Noise 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about noise impacts from the Purple Line. 


Methodology of Noise Analysis 

Commenters asked for information about some of the assumptions used in the analysis, such as number of train 
passbys, speed and frequency of trains, and whether the noise generated by bells and warning horns, “wheel 
squeal,” and crossovers were included in the analysis. A commenter stated that they did not believe that safety 
reasons preclude elimination of horns. Commenters stated concern over the noise generated by public address 
systems at stations. Commenters questioned the metrics used for discussing impacts, specifically mentioning the 
Lmax metric. 


Response: As described in the FE/S Chapter 4.11-Noise, MTA performed a noise impact assessment in 
accordance with FTA impact assessment guidelines and procedures, as detailed in the Transit Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA-VA-90-1003-06 May 2006 _). Eighty-three representative sites were chosen 
for noise monitoring, shown on Figure 4-27 of the FEIS, within a 700-foot corridor from the centerline of the 
alignment (350 feet in each direction). The corridor was expanded to 1,000 feet surrounding proposed yard and 
maintenance facilities. Monitoring locations were selected on the basis of site equivalence and each site was 
assigned a land use category in accordance with FTA’s noise impact procedures. Existing noise measurements 
were recorded at each of the representative sites and an analysis was completed to estimate the future noise 
exposure at that site and all other similarly-located nearby sites within that FTA land use category. The 
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measurement results collected and future noise predictions at one site were applied to multiple sites. See 
Section C.3 of the document for a discussion of noise along the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail. 


The FTA noise estimate calculation process considers distance to the transitway, type of track, train length, train 
speed, service operations (headways), presence of at-grade crossovers (areas where the train and street traffic 
intersect), and onboard warning devices (or horns) for areas near stations and certain at-grade crossings. Table 
5 of the FEIS Noise Technical Report notes the assumptions that were used to calculate the project-related 
sound level at each receptor, based on project design and operations. 


Horns on light rail vehicles are a safety measure and are used for the same reasons they are used on 
automobiles, to alert a person of a potentially dangerous situation. The use of horns cannot be eliminated. MTA 
is currently developing a policy on horn and bell use. 


Public address systems at each station will have volume adjustment controls to maintain announcement 
volumes at specific sound levels in consideration of the surrounding community and safety requirements. (See 
ROD Attachment A—Commitments and Mitigation Measures). 


Table 4 of the FE/S Noise Technical Report shows the headway depending upon the time of day and then 
calculates the total number of trips. Headway is the time between the passage of consecutive vehicles in one 
direction. For the Purple Line, it is assumed that there will be a total of 139 trips in each direction, for a total of 
278 trips per day. This is the number that was used in the noise analysis. 


The operating speed of Purple Line is based on vehicle performance characteristics and the system design. The 
anticipated speed was used in the ridership model. While lower speeds would produce lower sound levels, the 
lower speed would reduce the number of riders that the project could transport, as well as lower demand due to 
a longer travel time. 


The noise levels calculated in an FTA noise analysis for an EIS are average noise levels over a period of time, 
not single-event noise levels. Average noise levels are measured in two different ways depending on the nature 
of the land use at the noise receptor. “Leq” is used as the metric for land use where there is no nighttime activity 
(such as schools, office space and parks), and “Ldn” is used as the metric for residential land use (single homes 
and apartment buildings). 


As explained in the FEIS: 


Land use categories 1 and 3 (primarily daytime uses) were assessed using the peak hour noise level 
(Leg [1 hr]) descriptor, while land use category 2 (daytime and nighttime use) were assessed using 
the twenty-four-hour based day-night (Ldn) descriptor. The Ldn descriptor is the average hourly 
sound level over a 24-hour period, which adjusts for greater sensitivity people have to noise during 
the nighttime sleeping hours by adding a 10-decibel adjustment from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. Both the 
Leq and Ldn descriptors use an A-weighted decibel scale, referred to as ABA, which incorporates an 
adjustment to sound levels to account for the frequency range which best approximates human 
hearing and perception to changes in sound levels 


FEIS, Chapter 4.11, Noise, pp. 4-101 to 4-102. 


According to Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, Lmax is a descriptor useful for describing the 
sound associated with an individual vehicle during a single passby event (chapter 13 of the FTA Noise 
guidance). It was not used for the Purple Line noise impact assessment since it does not take into account the 
number and duration of transit events, which is important to people’s reaction to noise. While Lmax was not 
used for this analysis, the noise analysis included and accounted for passbys from either direction over an hour 
or 24-hours when calculating Leq/Ldn. 
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Total Noise Exposure 

Commenters noted that MTA’s technical analysis does not present the total noise exposure that would be 
experienced with the Purple Line. A commenter stated concern that the noise analysis fails to account for the 
noise level that occurs when two trains pass each other in opposite directions. 


Response: The appendix of this document contains a memo (Clarification of the Results of the Purple Line Noise 
Analysis) clarifying the information previously presented in the FE/S Noise Technical Report. Although not 
required by the FTA methodology, the calculation of total noise levels is included in the Clarification of the 
Results of the Purple Line Noise Analysis. This memo shows the total future noise exposure with the Purple 
Line, and explains the human perception of noise increases. Other information is included in the memo to show 
the typical community responses to increases in noise. The increase at each analyzed site is compared to the 
typical community responses to help the public understand how they may perceive or be affected by the 
predicted increase. 


It is expected that the noise levels experienced by trail users would be somewhat higher than noise levels at the 
receptors adjacent to the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, because the trail is closer to the transitway than 
those receptors, and because the noise barriers will be located between the residences and the trail, and not 
between the trail and the transitway; therefore the noise barriers would not benefit the users of the trail. 
However, project design incorporates mitigation to minimize noise increased noise to trail users. The transit 
vehicles will have a vehicle “skirt” (a panel covering the wheels), which would reduce the sound levels 
immediately adjacent to the alignment. FTA and MTA expect that trail users would experience an increase in 
noise levels compared to existing conditions. Noise levels when a vehicle passes by are estimated to be 
approximately 80 dBA. It is expected that the duration of the passby event, when the light rail sound level 
exceeds the ambient sound level, will be in the range of 8 to 10 seconds and would occur 279 times a day (this 
includes trains in both directions). The sound from two trains passing simultaneously was included in the 
analysis. 


See Section C.3-Capital Crescent Trail of this document, for details regarding noise in the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way. 


Pantograph Noise 


A commenter questioned why the noise from catenary wires and pantographs were not included. 


Response: The methodology prescribed by FTA does not require an analysis of the noise associated with the 
pantograph/catenary wire interface. The noise associated with the catenary wires and pantograph would be 
imperceptible compared with the existing noise sources. 


Mitigation Measures 

Commenters requested that mitigation measures be applied to reduce noise levels, such as committing to a 
maximum of 65 dBA at 50 feet from the centerline of the tracks, as well as an ongoing maintenance program. 
Others stated that barriers used for noise mitigation would be ineffective or should be taller. A commenter stated 
that data such as the height of retaining walls and noise barriers, and the composition of retaining walls or noise 
barriers are necessary for the public to meaningfully comment on MTA’s conclusions. A commenter stated that 
pursuant to FTA’s noise guidance, the FEIS Noise Technical Report should have discussed the range of noise 
mitigation measures that were considered. 


Response: The FTA noise assessment guidelines determine impact based upon the project-related sound level 
compared to the measured (existing) sound levels, which varies as described in FE/S Chapter 4.11-Noise. 
Mitigation measures, or design changes, are then incorporated to address impacted areas, where reasonably 
feasible. The Purple Line includes several noise-mitigating measures that have been incorporated in the design. 
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The first is the inclusion of skirts on the vehicles. As most of the noise associated with light rail vehicles is 
generated from the wheels on the tracks, the inclusion of skirts will provide an 8 decibel reduction in noise. 


Further, MTA is including a minimum 4-foot retaining wall/noise barrier adjacent to residential properties that 
abut the Georgetown Branch right-of-way to minimize noise to those adjacent properties. The material and exact 
height of these barriers will be determined during final design. The purpose of this barrier is to mitigate the 
wheel/rail noise—the predominant noise associated with the system. Because the noise is generated at the rail 
level and the noise barrier will be close to the tracks, a 4-foot barrier is sufficient to block the noise. Although 
breaks in the barrier will be necessary at trail access points, in general, the barriers will provide at a minimum, 
an additional 4 decibel reduction in project-related sound levels. The combination of both measures would 
provide a total of 12 decibels in noise reduction (see FE/S Chapter 4.11-Noise). East of the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way, six residences and two apartment buildings (containing approximately six units each) would be 
moderately impacted due to warning horns associated with grade crossings or stations. Eliminating the transit 
horns entirely is not possible due to safety concerns, and constructing barriers at these locations would block 
driveway access and pedestrian walkways. MTA’s Horn and Bell Policy, currently under development, will take 
into account adjacent land uses and will identify where and when horn and bell use will be required. 


To minimize additional noise that may occur over time due to the use of the system, MTA operation guidelines 
include maintenance programs for the tracks and light rail vehicles. These maintenance programs are 
conducted on a regular basis to the fleet and tracks, minimizing noise that occurs from worn (flattened) wheels 
or track irregularities. As stated in the FEIS Noise Technical Report, moderate impacts are projected to occur at 
11 residential properties; all of which are within 200 feet of a station or grade crossing where horn soundings are 
required. As stated, elimination of the horn at these locations may not be possible due to safety concerns and 
noise barriers are not feasible because they would block driveway and pedestrian walkways. 


Riviera of Chevy Chase 
A commenter was concerned about the potential echo effect associated with the Riviera of Chevy Chase 
building and was concerned that the building was not included as a representative site. 


Response: Although the multi-family building was not included as a measurement site, it is represented in the 
noise analysis by both nearby sites M-8 (7602 Lynn Drive) and M-9 (4302 Kentbury Drive). Noise impacts were 
not predicted to occur at these sites; and therefore are not predicted at the Riviera at Chevy Chase. The 
concern of an echo effect is noted; however, the FTA methodology does not include this in the calculations, so 
such an effect could not be measured. It should also be noted that if an echo effect were perceived, it would be 
by receptors across from the building (Such as M-8), not at the building itself. 


Health Impacts from Noise 

Commenters noted concern about health concerns related to exposure to noise, interruptions to sleep, and the 
effect on children in the schools near the Purple Line. A commenter stated concern about the negative impacts to 
the cognitive development of children from noise. Specific reference was made to a study by Al Bronzaft 
entitled “The effect of elevated train noise on reading ability,” in the July-August 2002 issue of the Archives of 
Environmental Health, the September 1981 issue of the Journal of Environmental Psychology and conclusions 
by the World Health Organization about noise impacts on health. A commenter stated that the analysis of the 
noise and vibration impacts to the Rosemary Hills Elementary School was not adequate and mitigation measures 
not clearly identified. Commenters stated concern about the health impacts of sleep deprivation from noise. 


Response: FTA criteria have been established based upon the number of people that would be highly annoyed 
by the new noise, as well as standard levels for an acceptable living environment. To account for people’s 
nighttime sensitivity to noise, the Ldn noise metric used for residential areas adds 10 dBA for sound levels 
emitted during the night. Each nighttime train activity is adjusted by adding 10 dBA, which is perceived as the 
noise levels have doubled. 
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The FTA criteria for schools also use annoyance to set an acceptable increase, as well as a maximum noise 
level. These criteria were not reached for any of the schools in the study area. As mentioned above, the 
Clarification of the Results of the Purple Line Noise Analysis describes typical community responses of 
increases in noise. 


MTA has worked to minimize impacts to Rosemary Hills Elementary School and has assessed the potential 
impacts in its evaluation in the FEIS. From the school, the Purple Line will be located below the existing ground 
level behind a retaining wall which provides visual and noise protection from the transitway. Existing noise levels 
were monitored at an outdoor location as 74 dBA. Project-related noise levels were estimated to be 50 dBA at 
this location, for a total sound level of 74 dBA, no louder than the existing conditions. Under FTA methodology 
this would not be considered an impact. The FE/S Noise Technical Report describes the methodology and 
impact criteria and details the results. Results from the FEIS Noise Technical Report, with a column added to 
show total sound levels is included in Table 1 of the Clarification of the Results of the Purple Line Noise Analysis 
(appended to this document). 


The Bronzaft study cited by the commenter found that children on the noisy side of a school next to an elevated 
heavy rail train line experienced a 3-4 month delay in reading. It should be noted that the noise level in the 
classrooms of that study was 89 dBA. A follow-up study found that noise abatement measures of 6-8 dBA 
eliminated the delay in reading. 89 dBA is far louder that the Purple Line would be, and even the 81-83 dBA 
achieved with mitigation in the Bronzaft study is still far louder than the outdoor noise level of 74 dBA at 
Rosemary Hills School that exists today. The noise level with the Purple Line would remain 74 dBA. It is 
expected that the indoor noise level (in classrooms) at the Rosemary Hills School would be even lower. 


The article referred to in the Journal of Environmental Psychology is “Longitudinal effects of aircraft noise 
exposure on children's health and cognition: A six-year follow-up of the UK RANCH cohort.” The conclusions of 
this study of children who attended primary schools around Heathrow airport were that there is a weak 
longitudinal association between aircraft noise and poorer reading and no longitudinal association between 
aircraft noise and psychological health. 


The conclusions from the World Health Organization report, The Burden of Disease from Environmental Noise, 
2011 cited by several commenters on the relationship between environmental noise and specific health effects 
have been noted and considered. 


Based on available evidence, a hypothetical exposure—response relationship between noise level (Ldn) and risk 
of cognitive impairment was formulated. The conclusions were that all of the noise-exposed children were 
cognitively affected at a level as high as 95 dBA Ldn, and no children were affected at a relatively low level, 
such as 50 dBA Ldn. 


The FTA noise evaluation criteria places special emphasis on sleep through the three land use categories 
(including Number 2, which is defined as where people sleep) and the weighting of noise impacts at night. This 
acknowledges impacts to sleep and gauges the extent of the impact with more sensitivity than in other areas or 
in daytime. 


FTA Noise Categories for Parks 
A commenter stated concern that MTA changed how some parks were classified under FTA’s categories from 
the AA/DEIS to the FEIS. 


Response: Although the AA/DEIS and the AA/DEIS Noise and Vibration Technical Report stated that the five 
parks (Rock Creek SVP, Long Branch, Sligo SVP, Anacostia River SVP, or West Lanham Hills) were classified 
as Category 1, the footnote to the impacts table states: Existing noise levels (Leq) for Parks were based on 1- 
hour noise measurements and impact assessment is based on peak hour FTA Category 3 impact criteria. The 
impact results are consistent with using the Category 3 impact criteria. Therefore the parks were analyzed as 
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Category 3 land uses in the AA/DEIS analysis. Under FTA guidance and the description of Land Use categories, 
Category 1 includes “tracts of land where quiet is an essential element in their intended purpose” see FTA, 
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (2006), Section 3.1.1, Table 3-2, “Land Use Categories and 
Metrics for Transit Noise Impact Criteria”. Category 1 includes “lands set aside for serenity and quiet, and such 
land uses as outdoor amphitheaters and concert pavilions, as well as National Historic Landmarks with 
significant outdoor use.” Id. The five parks referenced in this comment would not meet this standard and 
therefore were appropriately classified as Category 3 uses in the FEIS. 


Ambient Noise Levels in Parks 

A commenter stated concern that the ambient noise measurements in the parks have increased since the 
AA/DEIS completed in 2008, and that no explanation was provided in the FEIS for the increase in the ambient 
noise levels. 


Response: The change in ambient noise measurements between the AA/DEIS and the FEIS is associated with 
where the measurements were taken within each park. The further the site is from the roadway or other noise 
source, the lower the ambient noise. If the ambient measurements were taken at closer distances within each 
park, this would automatically result in higher sounds levels. The following table compares the parks that were 
analyzed for the light rail alternatives in the AA/DEIS to the measurements made in the same parks for the 
FEIS. As can be seen from the table, two of the sites were farther from the noise source in the FEIS analysis 
and had lower monitored sound levels, while three of the sites were closer to the noise source in the FEIS 
analysis and had higher measured sound levels. Appendix C of the FTA guidance states that for outdoor noise- 
sensitive clusters, such as an urban park, the receiver should be located at the closest point of active noise- 
sensitive use. Additionally, FTA notes that a park’s noise-sensitivity depends on how it is used. Most parks used 
for active recreation would not be considered noise-sensitive. However, parks used for passive recreation like 
reading, conversation, meditation, etc. should be treated as noise-sensitive. As noted in the table, the sites 
chosen for noise measurements in the FEIS were located near these areas of noise-sensitive uses, not 
necessarily the point of a trail closest to the roadway. Regarding differences between the AA/DEIS and the FEIS 
locations, the changes in location could have been affected by modification to park elements between the 
AA/DEIS and the FEIS—possibly changing noise sensitive use locations, activity at the site that precluded 
measuring in the same location, or the technician doing the monitoring believing that a different location better 
represented the noise-sensitive use.. 

















Noise West 
Measurement | Rock Creek | Long Branch | Sligo Creek | Anacostia | Lanham Hills 
Data River SVP Park 
AA/DEIS 
Date of 10/4/2007 10/4/2007 10/4/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 
Measurement 
Time of 9:10 AM 10:45 AM 10:15 AM 1:30 PM 10:40 AM 
Measurement 
Length of 20 minutes 20 minutes 20 minutes 20 minutes 20 minutes 
Measurement 
Approximate 100 feet 90 feet 100 feet 100 feet 150 feet 
Distance to 
LRT 
Monitored 56 dBA 51 dBA 56 dBA 50 dBA 63 dBA 
Sound Level 
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FELIS 

Date of 10/4/2011 8/11/2011 8/11/2011 4/25/2012 10/5/2011 
Measurement 

Time of Since the FTA criteria for Park is based on Leq. Only the sound level at the (AM 


Measurement or PM) hour that corresponded to the LRT AM or PM Peak Headway was used 
from the noise analysis. 











Length of 24 hour 24 hour 24 hour 24 hour 24 hour 
Measurement 

Distance to 233 feet 64 feet 52 feet 57 feet 238 feet 
Noise Source 

Monitored 52 dBA 68 dBA 69 dBA 61 dBA 60 dBA 
Sound Level 

Reason for Nearest active | Nearest park Closest Nearest active Closest 
Choosing park area to area to the location to park area to | location to the 
Monitoring the LRT LRT playground the LRT park trail 
Location 




















E.10 Vibration 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about vibration impacts, some stated concern about impacts 
to residences, and others to commercial properties on Bonifant Street. 


Commenters asked why their homes were not specifically evaluated for vibration impacts. A commenter stated 
that MTA should commit to a maximum vibration level of 65 VdB at 50 feet from the centerline of tracks and 
mitigation measures should be included wherever homes legally may be built within 50 feet of the tracks. 


A commenter expressed concern over the number of vibration events that were included in the analysis, and 
stated that the FEIS did not clearly state the number of residences that would be affected by vibration. 


Response: MTA analyzed potential vibration impacts according to the procedures outlined in the FTA’s Transit 
Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (May 2006). FEIS Chapter 4.12.3 discusses how and where vibration 
impacts are estimated for the project. Within 50 feet of the alignment, only three receptors are predicted to 
experience vibration levels at or above the 72 VdB impact threshold. FEIS Table 4-31 summarizes these 
vibration impact findings. 


The effect of project-related vibration is based upon one train passby, not the number of passbys. However, to 
account for the variations in community response based upon how frequently the trains pass by, criteria have 
been developed based upon the number of events, with “frequent events” being classified as having more than 
70 vibration events per day. As the project will have approximately 278 passby events per day (counting trains 
in each direction), the “frequent events” criteria were used for this project. 


Vibration monitoring was performed at vibration sensitive receptors to understand the existing environment and 
whether any sensitive receptors are currently experiencing measureable vibration from existing sources. The 
FTA’s procedures for the assessment of ground-borne vibration do not consider future development; only 
existing land uses are analyzed. Vibration monitoring locations were selected based on their proximity to the 
proposed track alignment and existing sources of vibration, such as the freight lines. 


In accordance with FTA’s procedures, monitoring is not performed at every sensitive receptor; rather, the 
information taken from the representative receptors is applied to or representative of nearby neighboring 
receptors. Low existing vibration levels do not preclude a site from being assessed for project-related vibration. 
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Sensitive receptors include buildings where vibration would interfere with interior human activity. In addition, 
extremely sensitive receptors include those buildings where interior operations include vibration-sensitive 
equipment. Therefore, since the uses along Bonifant Street are predominantly commercial, the majority of which 
would not include vibration-sensitive uses or human activity particularly sensitive to vibration, the area was not 
chosen as a representative vibration receptor. 


As discussed in FE/S Chapter 4.12-Vibration, the analysis identifies potential impacts to four residences and 
one apartment complex, containing approximately six units. The vibration at the apartment complex already 
exceeds FTA’s impact threshold because of vibration levels caused by daily CSX freight train passbys. 


The potential for vibration impacts on Bonifant Street is discussed in Section F.6-Bonifant Street, of this 
document. 


Mitigation 
A commenter, whose property was identified as potentially experiencing vibration impacts from the Purple Line, 
stated concern that specific mitigation measures were not identified and committed for their property. 


Response: There are a variety of measures suggested by FTA to minimize or eliminate vibration; they include 
specific materials and construction methods, such as using resilient fasteners, ballast mats, resiliently supported 
ties, or other vibration damping techniques. Identification of specific mitigation measures at individual locations 
is not typically done at this early design phase of the project. As design progresses MTA will perform a site 
specific assessment of the need for mitigation at each location, and use mitigation materials or methods as 
appropriate. These options will be evaluated by MTA with regard to both reasonableness and feasibility. Refer to 
FEIS Chapter 4.12 and the FEIS Vibration Technical Report for more detailed information on potential vibration 
impacts and any proposed mitigation measures. 


Where potential vibration impacts from construction are anticipated MTA will conduct detailed preconstruction 
surveys (including photographs) to document the condition of local buildings. These buildings will be carefully 
monitored for evidence of impacts such as cracks. If impacts are identified, MTA will implement control 
measures to reduce impacts and will repair any damage caused. 


Rosemary Hills Elementary School 
Commenters stated concern about impacts from vibration to children in Rosemary Hills Elementary School. 


Response: The FEI/S Vibration Technical Report outlines the vibration assessments conducted for the project. 
Vibration sensitive land uses were identified along the project corridor including Rosemary Hills Elementary 
School (p. 13 of the FE/S Vibration Technical Report). Table 8, Predicted Levels of Ground-Borne Vibration, 
identifies potential vibration impacts along the corridor. Rosemary Hills Elementary School is Site S-8 and is 
projected to have no vibration impacts from the project. 


E.11 Habitat and Wildlife 


Summary of Comments: Commenters expressed concern that the wildlife and habitat impacts were not adequately 
considered in the FEIS. Commenters stated that the Georgetown Branch right-of-way was not considered as a 
wildlife corridor. Commenters stated concern about birds and small mammals being hit by the light rail trains. 


Habitat and Wildlife 

Response: FE/S Chapter 4.13-Habitat and Wildlife describes the type of wildlife present in the project corridor 
and proposed impacts. Although some wildlife would be displaced by the project, following an existing trail and 
roadways minimizes the permanent impact. Temporarily displaced, mobile, disturbance-tolerant species would 
be expected to return to their typical edge habitats once construction is complete and the corridor edge 
conditions have been reestablished. 
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A detailed assessment of the forests located within the Purple Line project area will be described in the Purple 
Line Forest Stand Delineation document which is currently being completed. Once approved by Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources (MDNR), it will be available on the project website, www.purplelinemd.com. 
All forests are being identified in adherence with the Maryland Forest Conservation Act. Under this Act, all forest 
impacts associated with the project will be mitigated for in the same watershed in which the project is located. 


Wildlife Corridors 

Response: The discussion of wildlife corridors and impacts associated with the Purple Line is located in FE/S 
Chapter 4.13. The Georgetown Branch is not identified as a wildlife corridor. The wildlife corridors are within the 
stream valley parks crossed by the Preferred Alternative. The wildlife corridor associated with Rock Creek 
Stream Valley Park will not be broken as the transitway will follow the existing bridge that spans Rock Creek. 
Wildlife will still be able to move under this bridge and through other adjacent riparian areas. There will be a 
break in the forest canopy in Rock Creek, resulting in an impact to FIDS habitat, which is discussed in more 
detail in the FEIS Chapter 4.13.3. 


Wildlife Hit by Trains 

Response: As with vehicular traffic and buses, there is a potential that wildlife will run in the way of traffic or light 
rail vehicles. The transitway will have fencing and other features at certain locations, which will minimize the 
potential for wildlife to enter the transitway. Wildlife corridors and riparian areas will be maintained as part of the 
project. 


Federally listed Species 

Commenters questioned the potential direct and indirect impact that could occur to federally-listed species, such 
as the Hay’s Spring Amphipod, an endangered species in Rock Creek Park, the candidate species, Kenk’s 
Amphipod, as well as state listed species of concern, such as the Appalachian Spring snail. Potential impacts 
mentioned were groundwater pollution and sediment loads downstream, particularly from rock fractures during 
construction. 


Hay’s Spring Amphipod 

Response: Consultation under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act was conducted for the project in 2011 
as part of the required NEPA process. The MTA solicited input from the Maryland Department of Natural 
Resources (MDNR) and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) on the potential presence of state and 
federally listed endangered and threatened species that may be impacted by construction of the Purple Line. 
Neither agency indicated the potential presence of endangered or threatened species within or immediately 
adjacent to the project area. The USFWS and MDNR issued letters saying that no federally listed, state listed, or 
proposed threatened or endangered species are known to exist within the project impact area. * By impact area, 
the USFWS takes into consideration both direct and potential secondary or indirect impacts associated with the 
project. 


In response to comments on the FEIS, MTA has conducted additional coordination with USFWS and MDNR 
regarding Hay’s Spring Amphipod and Kenk’s amphipod and received correspondence from USFWS on 
January 7, 2014 (see Attachment E, Agency Correspondence). |n that letter, the USFWS confirmed its original 
conclusion that the project will have no effect on the Hay’s Spring Amphipod. This conclusion was based on 
discussions with MTA concerning project construction methods and measures to minimize siltation and other 
effects of the project. No effect on the groundwater system supporting the Hay’s Spring Amphipod is expected 
because of the 4.5 miles separating these systems from the project construction area. In addition USFWS does 
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See FEIS, p. 4-115. The USFWS response letter was received on October 27, 2011. Responses from MDNR were received on October 
26, 2011 and January 9, 2012. FEIS Appendix G contains these letters. 
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not anticipate an adverse effect on this species from changes in the flow and water quality in Rock Creek related 
to the Purple Line construction. 


In addition, the USFWS letter states that while Kenk’s Amphipod has no legal protection under the Endangered 
Species Act, the USFWS has taken a close look at the potential for effect to the species. The species occurs in 
a spring approximately 40 vertical feet above the level of Coquelin Run, fed by a small catchment basin 
completely separated from the groundwater source to the north of Coquelin Run. Therefore ground and surface 
water draining from the area where the Purple Line is to be constructed is expected to have no effect on this 
spring site or Kenk’s amphipod. 


With respect to other federally listed species that could be affected by the project, FTA and MTA rely upon the 
resource agencies, in this case the USFWS, to alert them of any potential occurrences of federally listed species 
within the project area. No such mention was made in the USFWS response letter. 


Appalachian Spring Snail 

Response: The Maryland Department of Natural Resources in its response letter on rare, threatened, and 
endangered species did not identify the potential presence of the Appalachian Spring snail (Fontigens bottimeri) 
within the project area. In a paper published in 2012 in Northeast Naturalist (David C. Culver, John R. Holsinger 
and Daniel J. Feller. 2012. “The Fauna of Seepage Springs and Other Shallow Subterranean Habitats in the 
Mid-Atlantic Piedmont and Coastal Plain,” Northeast Naturalist 19(m9):1-42), Culver et al. indicated the 
locations of Appalachian Spring snails found during their surveys and referenced historical records. Snails were 
located within spring seeps along Rock Creek downstream of Military Road within the District of Columbia. 
Other sites where this snail was found were along the Potomac River in western Montgomery County. 
Therefore, known sites of occurrence for this state rare snail lie several miles downstream of the project area 
and are not likely to be affected by proposed project activities for similar reasons to those given for potential 
impacts to Hay’s Spring amphipod. 


Birds protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

Commenters stated that the potential impacts to birds protected by the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act were 
not evaluated in the FEIS. Commenters also questioned the potential effects of un-insulated wires and light 
pollution on migratory birds. 


Response: The comment indicates that the Purple Line will disturb up to 48 acres of forest habitat and that this 
impact could affect migratory birds in violation of the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). The MBTA 
prohibits the take or attempted take of over 1,000 species of migratory birds. “Take” is further defined as to 
pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture or collect. Violations of the Act are subject to criminal prosecution, 
though with some exceptions, the federal government has generally avoided prosecution for otherwise lawful 
commercial activities. 


To minimize the potential for impact to migratory birds, the project will incorporate time of year restrictions for 
forest clearing operations. Clearing trees outside of the prime breeding season for migratory birds will minimize 
the likelihood of impacting the nests, eggs, or young of migratory bird species. 


With respect to the potential effects of un-insulated wires on migratory birds, all power supplied to the train 
system from PEPCO lines will occur underground, eliminating new overhead wires. Relocation of existing 
overhead wires will occur, but will not result in a net increase in overhead wires. The overhead wires that run 
with the track are 750kV direct current. This wire will run over the center of the track and all other wires adjacent 
to it will be insulated. Therefore, birds will not be able to close a circuit between them. In general, birds are not 
affected by the un-insulated wires themselves. Electrocution occurs when birds touch two wires simultaneously, 
completing a circuit. 
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With respect to the light pollution effects on migratory birds, lights will only be used along the trail at trail 
connections to the community and within tunnels and underpasses. Lighting at stations will be free-standing 
utility module fixtures designed to conform to dark skies and control light spills. This limited and controlled use of 
overhead lighting will minimize potential impacts to migrating birds and bats. 


irees 

Many commenters stated concern about the removal of mature trees within the project corridor, particularly 
along the trail. A commenter stated that the FEIS understates the loss of tree canopy and natural green space. A 
commenter suggested the use of the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s “i-Tree” program to quantify forestry 
impacts and benefits. Commenters stated that not all the specimen trees in the corridor were shown on the 
environmental mapping. A commenter requested the exact geographic location of specimen trees that would be 
impacted, including “three specimen trees located along the Capital Crescent Trail on private properties along 
Elm Street.”” Commenters requested replacement of trees with native canopy trees and requested that newly 
planted trees be monitored for three years. Commenters requested that the trees begin to be planted now. 
Commenters stated that the removal of trees would impact air quality adversely. Commenters stated concern 
about trees on private property whose roots would be damaged by construction. A commenter requested a copy 
of the Forest Stand Delineation Report. 


Response: FE/S Chapter 4.13-Habitat and Wildlife describes the impact to forested habitat in acres, and the 
number of specimen trees that will be removed. The assessment and delineation of forests within the project 
area are based on the methods specified in the State Forest Conservation Manual. 


The USDA's i-Tree software was not used as part of the forest impacts analysis in the FEIS. The use of this 
software is not part of FTA’s standard protocol for analyzing forest impacts, and none of the resource agencies 
involved in NEPA process recommended use of that software to assess the impacts of the Purple Line project. 
In response to comments on the FEIS, MTA and FTA have considered the i-Tree software. While the software 
appears to provide a useful planning tool, it is not designed as a tool for assessing impacts of a specific project 
inan EIS. The impact analysis in the FEIS provides a sufficient basis for making an informed decision 
regarding the impacts of the Purple Line; therefore, additional analysis using i-Tree will not be performed. 


The locations of all identified specimen trees are noted with orange circles on the Environmental Resources 
Maps in Volume II of the FEIS. The three specimen trees located adjacent to the Georgetown Branch right-of- 
way that would be affected are shown on p. 1 of the Environmental Resource Maps. 


The project has been designed to minimize tree loss during construction, but tree loss is unavoidable. The 
project will be subject to the Maryland Forest Conservation Act. MTA is working closely with the Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) to ensure that all tree and forest loss due to the project are mitigated 
in accordance with the Forest Conservation Act. The Forest Conservation Act is a means to protect not only 
forest and trees in developing areas but also any sensitive area identified during the local planning or 
comprehensive land use plan adoption process. Identifying and mapping of these areas is part of the Forest 
Stand Delineation. 


Under the Forest Conservation Act, protection occurs through the establishment of long-term protection 
agreements as part of the local approval of Forest Conservation Plan. The Forest Conservation Plan indicates 
the limits of disturbance for the proposed project and how existing forested and sensitive areas will be protected 
during and after development. It includes tree protection specifications, a mitigation planting plan, a 
maintenance agreement, and the long-term protection agreement to be placed on the retained forest and 
mitigation areas. 
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The i-Tree program is described by the USDA as a tool to “help communities of all sizes to strengthen their urban forest 
management and advocacy efforts by quantifying the environmental services that trees provide and the structure of the urban forest.” See 
http://www. itreetools.org/about.php 
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MTA, and Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties are currently identifying sites for reforestation (replanting 
trees) or afforestation (planting trees where there were none before) with a goal to protect or create habitat 
where appropriate. Priority areas for reforestation and afforestation include open areas within stream and 
forested corridors. For a discussion of tree loss in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, see Section C.3-Capital 
Crescent Trail of this document. Landscaping plans will be developed during design and in coordination with the 
appropriate entities as the Purple Line design moves forward. 


The Forest Stand Delineation Report is currently being completed and will be made available on the Purple Line 
website at www.purplelinemd.com upon MDNR approval. As noted above, the Forest Conservation Plan will be 
developed during final design. It will identify how many acres will need to be reforested or afforested, and it will 
contain protective measures for the critical root zones of trees during construction. MTA will coordinate with 
MDNR during the design phase regarding efforts to minimize and mitigate for impact to specimen trees. 


MTA will not plant replacement trees until construction is completed, as they would likely be damaged by the 
construction. 


The impact on air quality from the removal of trees is addressed in Section E.9- Air Quality, Climate Change, 
and Energy of this document. 


MTA will plant street trees to 

e Replace existing plantings removed or damaged by construction 

e Enhance the environment of the guideway and project corridor 

e Visually screen traction power substations and communication equipment 
e Stabilize steep slopes and other disturbed areas 

e Contribute to tree canopy cover and reduction of urban heat islands. 


E.12 Water Resources 


Summary of Comments: Commenters noted concern about increased impervious surface and the degradation of 

wetlands and waterways in general. Commenters stated concerns about the impact to water quality from the loss 

of the tree canopy. Commenters suggested the use of low impact development stormwater controls such as those 
being implemented by the Montgomery County Department Environmental Protection, such as bioswales, 
porous surfaces, and bioretention. A commenter stated concern about impacts to the health of the Chesapeake 

Bay. 

e Commenters stated concern about the Sligo Creek channel modifications. These concerns included a lack of 
detail in the FEIS on the channel modifications and how stream and parkland habitat would be protected. 
Short-term damage or interruption of the creek and park could be harmful to efforts to bring back fish 
species, macroinvertebrates, and the rest of the biome. 

e Commenters requested that well before construction, collaborative planning with M-NCPPC and Friends of 
Sligo Creek take place to minimize and mitigate any damage to the biome. 

e Commenters stated concern that wetlands and waterways were not adequately addressed, specifically the 
waters along the Capital Crescent Trail that drain south and into the Coquelin Run, and stormwater 
management at the Jones Mill intersection near the railway embankment. 


Response: FE/S Chapter 4.14 outlines the anticipated effects to water resources within the project area and 
includes general measures for stormwater management. These measures include green track, which allows for 
some water absorption within the transitway. Any surface runoff would be directed to suitable outfalls through 
approved stormwater management facilities or treated through infiltration into the local groundwater through the 
use of approved environmental site design stormwater techniques. 


Project design includes best management practices where reasonably feasible to address potential project- 
related water quality impacts, including impacts that could result from tree loss. Throughout the corridor, MTA 
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has refined the alignment, geometry and right-of-way needs wherever possible to avoid or minimize effects to 
water resources. Early coordination with MDNR and the National Marine Fisheries Service resulted in alignment 
changes to minimize impacts to water resources. Following are some examples that are described further in 
FEIS Chapters 4.13 and 4.14. 


e MTAhas and continues to strive to avoid long-term water quality and quantity impacts to aquatic biota by 
minimizing the amount of new impervious surface associated with the transitway, yard, and maintenance 
facility, either through reducing the amount of new paved surfaces or using green track, which would allow 
for some water absorption. 

e As discussed in FEIS Chapter 4.14 and the FE/IS Water Quality Technical Report, MTA will use green track 
along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way and in locations in Prince George’s County to minimize runoff. 
The Purple Line green tracks will consist of sedum plantings in an 8-inch deep section of planting medium. 
Green track allows for some water absorption within the planting medium, thereby reducing the movement 
of potential contaminants to surface water bodies. The green track reduces stormwater runoff. 

e MTAwill develop an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan, in accordance with the Stormwater Management 
Act of 2007 during final design and construction, which will specify proper slope and soil stabilization 
techniques, erosion and sediment controls, and specific stormwater management facilities. This plan will 
include stormwater management at the Jones Mill intersection near the railway embankment. 

e MTA is evaluating the use of a variety of stormwater treatment techniques including environmental site 
design facilities such as alternative surfaces (permeable pavement and green track) and micro-scale 
practices (rain gardens, planter boxes, and bio-swales), filtration devices (underground sand filters), open 
channel systems (wet swales), and ponds. 


The health of the Chesapeake Bay is linked to stormwater management controlling the quantity and quality of 
rainwater runoff. Compliance with Maryland’s Stormwater Management Act of 2007 will help to protect the bay. 
See FEIS p. 4-122 for a discussion of the Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDL) for the Chesapeake Bay. 


Sligo Creek 

Response: MTA is committed to designing an environmentally-sensitive stream crossing when designing the 
Wayne Avenue bridge over Sligo Creek. The bridge will be designed to provide the least amount of 
environmental impact reasonably feasible, and improve the hydraulics of Sligo Creek through the proposed 
project area. Sligo Creek will be realigned as part of the bridge replacement. MTA continues to work with M- 
NCPPC on the design at Sligo Creek. A work group will be formed between M-NCPPC and MTA to further study 
and recommend appropriate design and mitigation for the stream realignment at Sligo Creek with the goal of 
ensuring long-term stability and reducing stress on the stream. The group will work together, hold field visits, 
and coordinate with the appropriate resource agencies to gain approval for the recommended improvements. 
The work group will collect and assess data on the competing issues in the area, including a downstream 
project by WSSC, specimen trees, existing utilities, floodplain connectivity, structural requirements for the new 
bridge, stream hydraulics, and existing habitat. They will also consider the effects of widening the bridge to 
accommodate a wider Green Trail. Finally, the work group will weigh the cost (impacts and financial) and 
benefits of the proposals and recommend specific mitigation. MTA will provide opportunities for the Friends of 
Sligo Creek to provide input on the plans. The final recommended mitigation measure is contingent upon 
approval from the regulatory agencies. 


MTA will restore Sligo Creek approximately 180 feet upstream and 180 feet downstream of the project bridge to 
provide long-term benefits and enhance its inherent characteristics. Any impacts to Sligo Creek as result of the 
project will be mitigated for within project area watersheds through stream restoration of watershed 
improvements such as fish blockage removals. A detailed discussion of proposed stream mitigation is located 
on p. 52 of the FEIS Water Resources Technical Report. 
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Wetlands and Waterways 

Response: All waters of the U.S., including wetlands, that will be impacted permanently or temporarily by the 
Purple Line were delineated and assessed using the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers guidance. All wetlands and 
waterways located within the Purple Line project area are discussed in detail in regards to their classifications 
and perennial nature in the wetland/waterway summary table located within Table 1 of the FE/S Water 
Resources Technical Report. Also, within the FE/S Water Resources Technical Report, Section 3.1 discusses 
the functions associated with wetlands located in the Purple Line project area. A tributary to Coquelin Run was 
identified within the project limits of disturbance, but the mainstem of Coquelin Run is not impacted by the 
project. 


Any watershed impacts associated with the Purple Line will be mitigated for through wetland and stream 
mitigation in project area watersheds. A detailed discussion of proposed wetland and stream mitigation starts on 
Page 49 in the FE/S Water Resources Technical Report. 


E.13 Hazardous Materials 


Summary of Comments: Commenters asked where Hamlet Place Co-op fell in the list of areas of potential concern 
for hazardous materials. Commenters stated concern about hazardous materials in local communities resulting 
from Purple Line operations. 


Response: Hamlet Place Co-op is not an area of potential concern for hazardous materials. FEIS Chapter 4.16.1- 
Hazardous Materials describes the methodology used for identification of such sites. 


The Purple Line will not be transporting hazardous materials and because it will be powered by electricity, it will 
not have fuel tanks, making release of hazardous materials unlikely. If hazardous materials are released as a 
result of the Purple Line operations, then MTA will follow the MDE regulations identified in Code of Maryland 
(COMAR) 26.10, 26.14, and 40 Code of Federal Regulation (CFR) Part 112. 


E.14 Environmental Justice 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about environmental justice, disproportionate adverse 
impacts to low-income or minority populations. Specific concerns included increased rents and property values, 
loss of affordable housing, and displacement of residents and businesses. Commenters stated concern that the 
following environmental justice communities would experience adverse impacts: downtown Silver Spring, 
Lyttonsville, and Langley Park. A commenter stated concern that the project new jobs resulting directly from the 
construction of the project should be reserved for local residents. 


Response: FE/S Chapter 4.19-Environmental Justice addresses environmental justice and considers the 
potential for adverse effects to environmental justice populations. After a discussion of potential effects and the 
proposed mitigation, FEIS Chapter 4.19.6 assesses the potential for disproportionately high and adverse effects 
on minority and low-income populations. The majority of transit users derive from an area within % mile of a 
transit station. The majority of the Purple Line and its stations are located in environmental justice communities 
and serve those communities. It also follows that the impacts associated with the structural improvements are 
located in those same communities. 


One of the main purposes of the Executive Order on Environmental Justice (E.O. 12898) is to protect minority 
and low-income populations from bearing a disproportionate burden of adverse impacts from projects without 
receiving a proportionate share of the benefits. This is not the case with the Purple Line; the project has 
substantial benefits as well as impacts within environmental justice communities. 


Another purpose of the Executive Order is to assure project sponsors conduct sufficient outreach to ensure that 
they understand the needs of environmental justice communities. The study process for the Purple Line project 
has included extensive outreach to environmental justice communities. For example, the Purple Line has 
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Spanish-speaking outreach staff and has met with hundreds of business owners along the alignment in order to 
better understand unique concerns of the small businesses potentially impacted. 


As set out in the FEIS and this ROD, FTA has concluded that the Purple Line will not have disproportionate 
adverse impacts on minority and low-income populations. 


Some of the specific impacts of the Purple Line which may adversely affect environmental justice populations, 
include business property acquisitions, business disruption during construction, loss of affordable housing, and 
increased rents for businesses. In order to avoid and minimize impacts, the alignment options have been 
refined, where possible. Environmental commitments and mitigation measures identified throughout FE/S 
Chapter 3-Transportation Effects and FEIS Chapter 4-Environmental Resources, Impacts, and Mitigation will 
address impacts from light rail operations and construction activities that may affect environmental justice 
populations. MTA will continue to provide enhanced outreach to environmental justice communities, particularly 
Spanish-speaking communities with limited English proficiency, to implement mitigation strategies effectively in 
those communities. MTA will engage local advocacy groups for their support in engaging these communities in 
the Purple Line outreach events. 


As stated in FEIS Chapter 4.5-Economic Activity, the Purple Line will have both short-term and long-term 
economic benefits. It will result in increases in employment, earnings, and output in the region. Future 
development will create more jobs for local residents and improve mobility and accessibility for commuters. 
Purple Line will complement and support the many state, regional, and local land use plans that have proposed 
transit-oriented development focused around the Purple Line stations. In many cases, state initiatives and local 
land use planning and zoning actions undertaken in parallel with the development of the Purple Line anticipate 
the benefits of the Purple Line by facilitating mixed-use redevelopment around the stations, often at higher 
densities. It is important to recognize that actual station-area development may not occur at the densities 
proposed by current plans. In addition to the possibility that the plans may be revised, future development may 
be limited by various factors including market conditions, developer preferences, environmental permitting 
issues, and infrastructure availability. Potential indirect effects of land use and development could include 
localized increased business expenses (e.g., rents) from increased property values, business migration and 
displacement, changes in the availability and affordability of housing stock, and changes in neighborhood 
character. MTA has worked during the planning and design stages to avoid or minimize impacts to resources. 
MTA is continuing these efforts by integrating public involvement with design development. 


In the fall of 2013, MTA created an Economic Empowerment Program for the Purple Line. See the Purple Line 

website (http://purplelinemd.com/en/doing-business and http://purplelinemd.com/en/workforce-development). 

The mission of this program is to: 

e Facilitate workforce development to support local residents in the Purple Line corridor in preparing for job 
opportunities with the Purple Line 

e Provide assistance to small and disadvantaged businesses (SBE/DBE) interested in participating in the 
construction and operation of the Purple Line 

e Engage County and State agencies and foundations in providing programs to support small businesses in 
the corridor. 


Extensive engagement with minority and low-income residents and businesses throughout the development of 
the project has been and continues to be valuable to MTA in understanding and responding to the concerns of 
the communities along the Purple Line corridor. As described in FEIS Chapter 4.19-Environmental Justice 

and FEIS Chapter 8-Public Involvement and Agency Outreach, MTA has implemented a robust outreach 
program, with an emphasis on meaningful exchange with minority and low-income populations from project 
development initiation, through the AA/DEIS phase, and continuing into development of the FEIS and 
completion of design work. In addition, throughout the early planning and design development stages of the 
Purple Line project, outreach was conducted with specific advocacy groups, such as CASA de Maryland and 
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Impact Silver Spring, that support programs and policies on education, social justice, economic opportunity, and 
other community issues that affect low income, minority, and immigrant citizens and businesses within the study 
area. The project staff canvassed the corridor visiting each business and meeting with owners or their 
representatives. These efforts will continue through completion of design work and construction. 


Purple Line Compact 
A commenter urged MTA to create a Purple Line Compact, similar to what was created for the MTA Red Line 
project in Baltimore. 


Response: The MTA Red Line project compact was a preliminary planning agreement between MTA and 
Baltimore City. It provided an opportunity to memorialize preliminary concepts, and establish a framework for 
governmental collaboration to bring the Red Line to Baltimore. The compact created a forum for such aims as 
transit oriented development and workforce development. These broad aims are being discussed with Prince 
George’s and Montgomery Counties. MDOT/MTA is willing to enter into agreements with Prince George’s and 
Montgomery Counties and local stakeholders on similar issues. 


Degradation of Bus Service 
A commenter stated that a new DEIS or supplemental DEIS should include an Environmental Justice analysis 
addressing whether the cost of the Purple Line will cause a degradation of bus service in the corridor. 


Response: Bus service in the Purple Line corridor is provided by WMATA, and Prince George’s and Montgomery 
Counties, not MTA, and the funding of the Purple Line is not expected to have any effect on the operations 
funding of these bus services. Bus service in the corridor will remain, except in instances such as Metrobus’s J4 
where service is duplicated by the Purple Line. Local bus services may be modified to complement the Purple 
Line, such as the possible relocation of bus stops closer to Purple Line stations to facilitate transfers, or the 
adjustment of schedules to coordinate services with the Purple Line. 


The Purple Line will provide improved transit service for environmental justice communities within the corridor 
providing faster and more reliable transportation and expanding access to the regional Metrorail service (See 
FEIS Chapter 4.19-Environmental Justice, p. 4-168). 


Based on these facts, FTA confirms its previous determination that the Purple Line is not expected to cause an 
degradation in bus service planning by WMATA and the respective Counties, and these is no need for a new 
DEIS or supplemental DEIS to address those issues. 


Job Opportunities and Economic Development 

Summary of comments: Commenters stated the need for job opportunities and economic development in the 
Purple Line corridor, particularly in the “International Corridor” which is located in Long Branch and along 
University Boulevard in Langley Park. 


Response: As described above, MTA’s Economic Empowerment Program has a mission to identify workforce 
needs for the construction and operation of the Purple Line and support the development of training 
opportunities to create a workforce ready to fill these positions. MTA has entered into a partnership with the 
Department of Labor, Licensing, and Regulation (DLLR) to target training resources to the skills most needed to 
build the Purple Line (and the MTA Red Line project in the Baltimore region). On November 15" 2013, MTA and 
DLLR issued a Request for Proposals to identify Preferred Training Partners who can deliver successful training 
in ten high-demand positions needed to build the project. 


On February 21st, 2014 Governor Martin O’Malley announced the selection of 16 Preferred Training Partners to 
prepare and link “opportunity ready” residents in each project corridor directly to the contractors selected to 
design, build, operate, and maintain the Purple Line and the MTA Red Line project in the Baltimore area. 
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Affordable Housing and Gentrification 

Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about the loss of affordable housing and increased rent for 
commercial properties. Commenters stated concern that MTA has not addressed the issues of increased rents, 
both for housing and businesses. A commenter stated that they believed that MTA has not discussed the issue of 
affordable housing with the counties or engaged elected officials. 


Response: The FEIS states that “A potential indirect effect of the Purple Line to environmental justice populations 
would be a reduction in affordable housing as a result of redevelopment of existing housing and increased 
commercial rents and property values.” (FEIS Chapter 4.19.5, p. 4-166). The FEIS also discusses the indirect 
impacts to environmental justice populations in FEIS Chapter 7.4. Potential indirect effects to environmental 
justice populations could include increased business expenses (e.g., rents) from increased property values, 
business migration and displacement, changes in the availability and affordability of housing stock, and changes 
in neighborhood character in the indirect effects study area. 


Land use and zoning decisions made by the counties and cities in the corridor also may affect the stock and 
affordability of local housing. MTA supports appropriate development around stations. However, a goal of the 
project is to serve transit-dependent communities, many of which are low-income. MTA has discussed concerns 
regarding the preservation of affordable and low-income housing with both Montgomery and Prince George’s 
Counties. In the Planning Commission proposed master plan, much of the MD 193 corridor had initially planned 
to be re-zoned for higher density, mixed-use redevelopment. The County Council significantly scaled back the 
proposed rezoning to the areas immediately adjacent to Purple Line stations rather than a broad, community- 
wide upzoning. 


MTA is a member of the Purple Line Corridor Coalition. This group, created by the University of Maryland’s 
National Center for Smart Growth and Education, and funded in part by MTA, has a mission to encourage 
dialogue among community advocacy organizations, local governments, and the philanthropic community and to 
encourage investments in areas of high need and in preserving and encouraging the creation of affordable 
housing in the Purple Line corridor. One of the purposes of the Coalition’s work is to provide information to 
public agencies and stakeholders to help assure that investments in the Purple Line will achieve the maximum 
possible economic, social, and environmental benefits to the residents and businesses of the corridor. 


Montgomery and Prince George’s have agreed to make the development of affordable housing in the 
Takoma/Langley area a priority. 


Displacements caused by increased rents (i.e. gentrification) are difficult to predict; it is especially difficult to 
separate gentrification caused by a specific project from the economic trends that already exist in any 
community. MTA understands from interviews with local businesses that commercial and residential rents are 
already high in this corridor, perhaps due to the visibility from busy roadways, a concentration of low income 
residents who have limited options for housing, and overall market pressure in an economically vibrant region. 
Based on these interviews, it appears likely that increased rents would contribute to gentrification even in the 
absence of the Purple Line project. Nonetheless, the FEIS does acknowledge that the Purple Line may 
contribute to increased rents for residents and businesses. These potential impacts are being addressed 
through various commitments described in the FEIS, including MTA’s participation in the Purple Line Corridor 
Coalition, MTA’s Economic Empowerment Program, and the project’s Business Impact Minimization Program, 
discussed below. 


Business Impacts 

Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about the impacts of business disruption during construction. 
Commenters stated that the FEIS failed to adequately discuss the direct construction impacts on environmental 
justice neighborhoods. 
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Response: In the FE/S Chapter 4.19.5-Short Term Construction Impacts, FTA and MTA recognize that 
construction would have negative impacts to businesses and that small businesses in particular would have 
difficulty withstanding the resulting loss of commerce. 


MTA is working to coordinate with other state, county, and local agencies, as well as nonprofit organizations 
throughout the corridor to identify potential resources that can help businesses handle impacts associated with 
construction and operations and benefit from the Purple Line. In fall 2013, MTA began to meet monthly with the 
Montgomery County Department of Economic Development and Prince George’s County Economic 
Development Corporation. The goal of these meetings is to identify resources, training, or other programs that 
could support and strengthen small businesses during construction of the Purple Line. Representatives of these 
departments are considering amendments to existing programs to make them more suitable for the businesses 
in the Purple Line corridor. As described above, in summer 2013, the National Center for Smart Growth formed 
the Purple Line Corridor Coalition with support from the University of Maryland and MTA. Coalition members 
include nonprofits, governments, developers, and employers in the corridor; MTA is a member of this coalition. 
The Purple Line Corridor Coalition engages organizations active in the Purple Line corridor, facilitates 
collaboration and integration, and conducts and disseminates research to assure that investments in the Purple 
Line achieve the maximum possible economic, social, and environmental benefits to its neighborhoods, 
residents, and businesses. The mission of this coalition includes stimulating and sustaining small business 
growth. For more information see the Purple Line Corridor Coalition website at 
http://smartgrowth.umd.edu/plcc.html. 


MTA’s Business Impact Minimization Plan is described in FEIS Chapter 4.19.5, pp. 4-164 to 165. This plan is 

currently under development and will be finalized before construction begins. The plan will include the following: 

e Spanish-speaking outreach staff 

e A 24/7 construction hotline in Spanish and English 

e Maintenance of access to business during construction 

e Signage in Spanish and English regarding access changes and parking, and including "Open for Business 
during Construction" 

e An“Open for Business” marketing campaign during construction, translated where appropriate 

e Local business groups to facilitate ongoing, timely communication with local businesses, specifically 
businesses adjacent to construction 

e promotion of local businesses in project materials, including the website, social media, and project 
newsletters 

e Timing or phasing of construction, where reasonably feasible. 


The Purple Line outreach team will be located in the project corridor. MTA will hold regular meetings with local 
businesses to facilitate communication with the Purple Line construction team so that local businesses are 
informed about upcoming project activities. 


F Locations of Interest 


Commenters made comments or suggestions about the design of the project at specific locations. It should be 
noted that these responses to comments are based upon the conceptual design plans at the time of the FEIS, 
which are preliminary. These plans will be refined and revised with final design. 


F.1 Wayne Avenue 


Summary of Comments: Many comments were received regarding issues along the Wayne Avenue portion of the 
Purple Line. These issues included the following: 

e Surface alignment on Wayne Avenue 

e Location and design of a traction power substation 
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e Inclusion of the Dale Drive Station 
e Tunnel alignment 

e Noise 

e = Traffic 

e Streetscape 


A commenter stated that the stability of the residential area was an important part of the successful revitalization 
of downtown Silver Spring. 


Surface Alignment on Wayne Avenue 
Commenters stated concern about traffic impacts, private property impacts, and pedestrian and bicycle safety. 


Response: As documented in the AA/DEIS, Chapter 2-Alternatives Considered, MTA evaluated a variety of 
surface and tunnel options between Silver Spring to Long Branch. Wayne Avenue was ultimately selected as 
the most desirable alignment because it is the arterial roadway in the area and is the location of many bus 
routes. MTA has worked extensively with the local community on Wayne Avenue to minimize impacts from the 
Purple Line, particularly property acquisition. To minimize the widening of the roadway, MTA conducted a 
detailed study of the feasibility of operating the Purple Line in mixed-traffic lanes. The study determined that 
this option was feasible from the perspective of traffic and light rail operations. MTA’s analysis and engagement 
with the community revealed that this option would address key concerns of the community: parking, traffic 
operations, and property impacts. Because the transitway would share center lanes with vehicular traffic, on- 
street parking could continue during off-peak periods in most areas. In addition, MTA proposed the addition of 
left turn lanes at Cedar Street, Dale Drive, and Manchester Road, which improves overall traffic operations 
relative to the No Build Alternative. The alignment would require acquiring minimal amounts of private property, 
with most impacts being near intersections due to the added turn lanes. This alignment has been incorporated 
into the Purple Line. 


The Purple Line is being designed to be a safe and efficient system (see FEIS Chapters 3.2.4 and 3.3.3). 
Pedestrian and bicycle enhancements would be included throughout the corridor. With the construction of the 
proposed Purple Line on Wayne Avenue, pedestrian crosswalks and pedestrian signals would be provided to 
maintain a safe crossing for pedestrians at the existing intersections of Fenton Street, Cedar Street, Dale Drive, 
Mansfield Road, and Sligo Creek Parkway. An additional traffic signal with associated pedestrian signals and 
crosswalks is proposed on Wayne Avenue at Plymouth Tunnel. The light rail would essentially operate in lanes 
similar to the buses that currently travel along Wayne Avenue. The light rail would travel at the posted speed 
limit of 30 mph. In the vicinity of Dale Drive, the school zone speed limit would be maintained at 25 mph for all 
traffic. 


Traction Power Substation on Wayne Avenue 

Many commenters stated a desire that MTA continue to work with the local community on the placement and 
design of the traction power substation in their community. Commenters objected to the location of a traction 
power substation on Wayne Avenue at Cloverfield Road. Objections were primarily based on the visual impact 
of the substation. Suggestions were made that the substation be located elsewhere, buried, or replaced with two 
smaller substations. 


Response: FTA and MTA have consistently recognized that the traction power substation on Wayne Avenue is in 
a sensitive location, and MTA is committed to continue to work with the adjacent community on the placement 
and design of this substation. MTA presented several screening options for the traction power substation at a 
community meeting. MTA is considering all of the suggested alternatives from community members, as well as 
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other options to address community concerns. Technical feasibility may constrain some options. Meetings with 
local residents will continue to be held to explore options. For additional discussion of comments on traction 
power substations see Section C.4—Traction Power Substations of this document. 


Dale Drive Station 

Commenters and one petition supported a station on Wayne Avenue at Dale Drive. Other commenters opposed a 
station. The reasons for support of the station were that it would provide better access, it would serve the 
neighborhood, and it would be useful. The comments opposing the station cited low projected ridership, 
proximity to other stations, noise, and traffic problems and concern about future upzoning of the neighborhood. 
Commenters requested that MTA identify a method to determine community support for the station. 


Response: FTA and MTA included Dale Drive station in the FEIS to evaluate the potential impacts of the station. 
The station would provide improved access and mobility to the local community. The physical impacts of the 
light rail, including the widening for added turn lanes, would occur whether the station was built or not, as the 
Montgomery County Council requested that the Purple Line be built so that the station could be added without 
reconstruction of the line. The County Council passed Resolution 16-1470, July 27, 2010, which states that 
there is no intent or desire to change the zoning in the area around the station if the station is built. On January 
28, 2014, after coordination with Montgomery County, MTA announced that it will construct the station with the 
rest of the project. 


MTA has received and considered much correspondence, comments, and petitions from community members in 
support of a decision to build the Dale Drive station at the outset. 


Tunnel under Wayne Avenue 

Commenters stated support for placing the alignment in a tunnel under Wayne Avenue. The reasons provided 
were concerns about noise, traffic, and a statement that Wayne Avenue is a residential street incompatible with 
the light rail. 


Response: In response to concerns expressed by residents along Wayne Avenue and at the request of the 
Montgomery County Council and the County Executive, MTA conducted a detailed comparative analysis of 
options along Wayne Avenue, including an additional underground tunnel alignment extending from the Silver 
Spring Transit Center to a tunnel portal between Mansfield Road and Sligo Creek Parkway (see memo # 7 
Evaluation of LRT Options between the Silver Spring Transit Center and Mansfield Road, in FEIS Technical 
Report Supporting Documentation for Alternatives Development). 


Several tunnel options along Wayne Avenue were studied, and they were found to have substantial impacts at 
the portal areas, including residential displacements, right-of-way impacts, traffic and access impacts, impacts to 
parkland and recreational areas, and high costs ($352 million for the tunnel compared with $179 million for the 
at-grade in mixed-traffic lanes with added left turn lanes). 


Between three and four residences on Wayne Avenue would have been potentially displaced as a result of the 
widening necessary to accommodate a tunnel portal and maintain two lanes of traffic in each direction. The 
tunnel would also impact several residences on the south side of Wayne Avenue, which are above the grade of 
the roadway, with short steep driveways. The street widening required for a tunnel portal would have required 
property acquisitions from the front yards and driveways of houses at this location, as well as adding retaining 
walls in the front yards. Also, left turn access into and out of driveways would have been eliminated for the three 
residences not displaced in the portal area. The tunnel option with the portal between Mansfield Road and Sligo 
Creek Parkway would also result in additional impacts to the school and park properties. 


A tunnel option with underground stations at the Silver Spring Library and Dale Drive would have significant 
construction impacts and would be so costly that it was determined not reasonable; therefore, the tunnel option 
was evaluated without these stations. With this option there would be no stations between the Silver Spring 
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Transit Center and Mansfield Place, an approximate 114-mile stretch which otherwise would have served the 
residents of Silver Spring. 


Other tunnel options for Silver Spring were evaluated in the early planning phase as part of the alternatives 
analysis of the project. These options are described in AA/DEIS Chapter2.4.9, 2.4.10 and 2.4.12 


The affordability of the Purple Line project is a critical consideration when evaluating proposed alternatives. 
MTA concluded that the high costs associated with a tunnel alignment along Wayne Avenue, along with the 
impacts to transit accessibility and residents in the portal areas, would be cost prohibitive (see FEIS 
Chapter 2.2.3). When assessing the costs associated with tunnel options, MTA considered both the Federal 
cost-effectiveness ratios prescribed by FTA as well as the overall cost in terms of affordability. 


Noise on Wayne Avenue 
Commenters stated concern that a surface alignment on Wayne Avenue would raise noise levels in the 
community. 


Response: Wayne Avenue carries high volumes of vehicular and bus traffic. As such, there is existing traffic- 
related noise. The noise analysis described in FEIS Chapter 4.11- Noise and the FEIS Noise Technical Report 
documents the projected noise levels. Additionally, by using the shared lane design, roadway traffic would not 
be shifted closer to the majority of residences, avoiding an increase in traffic noise. For further discussion of 
noise analyses for the Purple Line see Section E.9-Noise of this document. 


Traffic Impacts on Wayne Avenue 
Commenters stated concern about potential impacts to traffic on Wayne Avenue from the mixed-traffic 
operations and the potential for diversion of traffic on to local neighborhood streets. 


Response: As discussed in Section D.2—Highways and Roadways of this document, a detailed analysis of traffic 
operations on Wayne Avenue was performed. MTA, in close coordination with MD State Highway Administration 
and Prince George’s County, has conducted traffic studies for Wayne Avenue to examine traffic and light rail 
impacts. Specific measures to improve traffic operations and safety along Wayne Avenue include separate left 
turn lanes at Cedar Street and Dale Drive, and an additional westbound through lane at Sligo Creek Parkway. 
Further, MTA is proposing to signalize the intersection of Manchester Road and the entrance to the tunnel, 
providing additional signalized pedestrian crossings of Wayne Avenue. 


Earlier traffic studies conducted along Wayne Avenue and documented in the 2008 AA/DEIS have been 
updated and expanded in order to project future traffic operations, identify travel speeds and intersection delay, 
and to confirm appropriate intersection geometry and traffic control. MTA collected new traffic counts, conducted 
travel time runs, developed and calibrated traffic simulation models to reflect both existing and design year 
conditions, and worked closely with Montgomery County to establish all traffic study parameters. 


The resulting rail and roadway alignment provides travel lanes that are one foot wider to accommodate light rail 
vehicles in mixed-traffic lanes, along with new left turn lanes at Cedar Lane and Dale Drive, dedicated transit 
lanes approaching the Silver Spring Library and the Plymouth Tunnel, and an additional westbound lane through 
the Sligo Creek Parkway intersection. The light rail will operate at or below the posted 30 mph speed limit and 
be subject to the same traffic signals as all other traffic. Except for separate light rail signal phases at the 
intersections of Fenton Street, Dale Drive, and the Plymouth Tunnel, traffic patterns are not expected to vary 
from existing conditions. 


It is not anticipated that the introduction of the Purple Line vehicles on Wayne Avenue will result in a diversion of 
traffic through neighborhood streets. If necessary, however, traffic calming measures would be considered by 
the County after light rail operations begin. 
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Wayne Avenue Streetscape 

Response: MTA worked throughout the alternatives development process to address community concerns by 
refining the Wayne Avenue surface alignment to minimize impacts. Operating the light rail vehicles in mixed 
traffic lanes in the center of the roadway minimizes the impacts to private property, with most of the property 
acquisitions being near the intersections due to the addition of turn lanes. The streetscape will be changed with 
the introduction of the Green Trail on the north side of the roadway. The Green Trail will be separated from the 
roadway with a landscaped buffer and/or planter boxes where space permits. MTA will continue to work with the 
local community as design progresses. 


F.2 University Boulevard 


Summary of Comment: A commenter questioned the plans to convert two general traffic lanes of University 
Boulevard to light rail lanes. 


Response: During preparation of the FEIS in 2012 and 2013, MTA studied the feasibility of reducing the six-lane 
portions of University Boulevard to four lanes, essentially using the existing two center lanes for the light rail 
transitway. This analysis was done in close coordination with MD State Highway Administration, Montgomery 
County, and Prince George's County. This option was documented in the FEIS and has been incorporated in to 
the Purple Line plans. See FEIS Chapter 2.2.3, Additional Refinements to the Alignments (Post-August 
2012).With the implementation of a number of specific intersection improvements, the future build condition 
operates comparably to the future no build conditions while significantly reducing property acquisition and 
business displacements, improving the safety of pedestrians crossing University Boulevard, and providing space 
for other future pedestrian and bicycle facilities as recommended in the various Sector Plans. All relevant 
agencies and jurisdictions supported this design. 


This option has been shared and discussed with communities and business in the University Boulevard corridor. 


F.3. Connecticut Avenue 


Summary of Comments: A commenter suggested that the Purple Line be built below grade at Connecticut Avenue 
in a cut-and-cover tunnel and that Connecticut Avenue be raised slightly to provide additional clearance for the 
light rail. Commenters stated concern about the visual impact of the Purple Line bridges over Connecticut 
Avenue. In addition, a commenter stated concern that the Purple Line has facilitated the use of single occupancy 
vehicles because the Chevy Chase Lake Sector Plan calls for widening Connecticut Avenue and East West 
Highway. 


Options for crossing Connecticut Avenue below grade: At the request of the community and elected officials, MTA has 
assessed numerous configurations of the crossing at Connecticut Avenue at various stages of this study. Those 
carried forward in the AA/DEIS included both an at-grade and aerial crossing. In response to stakeholder input 
MTA considered other options including tunnels, including depressing Connecticut Avenue, and other changes 
in elevation of Connecticut Avenue, but determined that these created additional impacts. A tunnel along all or 
portions of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way was considered, this option would result in significant costs and 
impacts with no benefit from an operations or ridership standpoint. In this area, the costs would be even higher 
with a resulting underground station. Depressing Connecticut Avenue under the Purple Line at grade level 
would require the realignment of several roads and driveways along Connecticut Avenue. It would result in 
substantial impacts to several community and natural resources, including residential and commercial access 
points as well as a nearby stream crossing just south of Chevy Chase Lake Drive. Raising Connecticut Avenue 
over the transitway would result in similar impacts to adjacent properties, cutting off access or requiring service 
roads that would impact the businesses it would be trying to serve. Under the current design for the Purple Line, 
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the transitway and trail will pass on bridges over Connecticut Avenue. Montgomery County supports this design 
and has incorporated it into the new Sector Plan for the area. 


Design of Connecticut Avenue Bridges: Coordination with elected officials and staff from Montgomery County and the 
local community has been on-going regarding the design of the bridges over Connecticut Avenue. MTA 
understands that visual impacts to the Connecticut Avenue area from the proposed Connecticut Avenue bridges 
are a community concern. The bridges carrying the transitway and trail over Connecticut Avenue would 
generally be compatible with the existing visual character and quality of suburban land use and transportation 
infrastructure already present or planned in this location (FE/S Chapter 4.9.3). The retaining walls and bridge 
structure have been identified as candidates for enhancement under the Art-In-Transit program. MTA will 
continue to coordinate and consult with Montgomery County and the local community regarding the aesthetic 
treatment of the bridge structures over Connecticut Avenue. 


Widening of Connecticut Avenue and East West Highway: The Chevy Chase Lake Sector Plan specifically recommends 
not widening either Connecticut Avenue or East West Highway. Intersection improvements at Connecticut 
Avenue and Jones Bridge Road are being implemented in response to the changes at the Walter Reed National 
Military Medical Center resulting from the Base Realignment and Closure Act. 


F.4 Lyttonsville Area 


Summary of Comments: Commenters asked specific questions about parcels of property and proposed plans. 
e Property near Albert Stewart Avenue 

e Traction power substation near Kansas Avenue 

e Retaining walls near the Lyttonsville station 

e Vehicular access to the rail yard at Lyttonsville 

e Existing landscaping supply yard 

e Property at Brookville Road and Stewart Avenue 

e Talbot Avenue Bridge 


Property near Albert Stewart Avenue 
A commenter asked what was proposed for a parcel of property near Albert Stewart Avenue. 


Response: The parcel south of the Purple Line and west of Albert Stewart Avenue is proposed to be acquired to 
provide an access road to the existing businesses to the west as shown on Sheets 106 and 107 in the 
Conceptual Engineering Plans contained in Volume II of the FEIS. This will result in a six-foot wide grass buffer 
between the trail and the barrier for the access road to the south. A stormwater pond is proposed slightly to the 
east adjacent to Stewart Avenue. 


Traction power substation near Kansas Avenue 
Commenters asked if the traction power substation near Kansas Avenue could be moved to the other side of the 
Purple Line tracks. 


Response: As described in Section C.4—Traction Power Substations of this document, there is insufficient space 
between the Purple Line and CSX to move it to the other side of the tracks. MTA recognizes that the location of 
the traction power substation near Kansas Avenue is in a residential area and will provide fencing and 
landscaping to screen it from the adjacent homes. MTA is investigating the possibility of shifting this traction 
power substation closer to Michigan Avenue to allow a greater buffer between the substation and the adjacent 
homes, with access off Michigan Avenue rather than Kansas Avenue. 


Retaining Walls 
A commenter asked if the retaining walls near the Lyttonsville station could be used for the Art-In-Transit 
program. 
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Response: These walls have been recommended for enhancement in the Art-In-Transit program. 


Vehicular Access to the Rail Yard 
A commenter asked if the vehicular access to the rail yard at Lyttonsville could be moved to the west, so that the 
area north of the station could be used for public space. 


Response: MTA is planning to construct a wide, landscaped plaza at the corner of Lyttonsville Place and 
Brookville Road on some of the land in this quadrant. In working with the community, MTA made every effort to 
minimize the size of the Lyttonsville Yard. However, a portion of the yard extends east of the Lyttonsville Place 
bridge. Primary access to the yard will be to the west of Lyttonsville Place; however, with the current design, a 
secondary entrance is needed to the east of the bridge to provide access to that portion of the yard. Even 
without this entrance, much of that area is required for the yard tracks. 


Landscaping Supply Yard 

A commenter suggested that instead of the proposed new access road to the existing landscaping supply yard an 
at-grade crossing could be used if the land use remains what it is today, and replaced with a bridge (by the 
developer) if the land is developed. 


Response: As outlined above, this road is planned to provide access to the existing businesses to the west. At 
the request of Montgomery County, the road is being designed to County standards as a 20-foot wide 
commercial entrance (See Sheet 429 of the Conceptual Engineering Plans in Volume II of the FEIS). Another 
reason to relocate the entrance is that an at-grade entrance is not desirable, because it would cross the tracks 
into Purple Line yard and the trail. The future use, zoning, and access to this area will be further evaluated 
through the M-NCPPC’s ongoing sector planning process. 


Property at Brookville Road and Stewart Avenue 
A commenter requested that MTA acquire the former E.C. Keys property at Brookville Road and Stewart 
Avenue for a permanent museum of local history. 


Response: MTA does not plan to purchase the former E.C. Keys property. MTA will develop a comprehensive 
interpretive plan for the Purple Line that includes signage at stations, Art-In-Transit, historic images, etc. Other 
interpretive opportunities include historic information (documents, photographs, mapping) offered online and 
through associated applications. 


Talbot Avenue Bridge 
A commenter requested that an historic portion of the Talbot Avenue Bridge be preserved for further use as part 
of Lyttonsville community history. 


Response: The decision to replace the Talbot Avenue bridge, and not lengthen or modify it to accommodate the 
Purple Line, was based on the significant structural deterioration and distress of the bridge. Montgomery County 
has stated they are not interested in salvaging the structure or its components because of its poor condition. As 
a County-owned structure, the final disposition of the bridge will be a county decision. The County will be 
responsible for considering any requests from the community to salvage the structure or a portion of the 
structure. 


The historic bridge will be documented with photographs and a historic context report as part of the Historic 
American Engineering Record documentation as determined by the Section 106 consulting parties and included 
in the Programmatic Agreement for the project. This information may be integrated into educational and 
interpretive materials developed as part of the interpretive historic plan for the project, as stipulated in the 
Programmatic Agreement. 
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F.5 River Road 


Summary of Comments: Commenters suggested that the Purple Line run in River Road, rather than adjacent to it, 
near the American Center for Physics, to the M Square station. Commenters stated that this would support local 
visions for more urban pedestrian development. 


Response: MTA has been coordinating with Prince George’s County and the M-NCPPC extensively throughout 
the alternatives development process, and both agencies support the alignment on the south side of River Road 
through this area (as shown in the FEIS), and they see it as compatible with future plans for transit-oriented 
development. Even if a shared-use configuration were considered, it would still result in property impacts to the 
American Center for Physics, as the alignment would still have to pass through the property to return to River 
Road from the College Park Metrorail property. 


F.6 Bonifant Street 


Summary of Comments: Commenters had several questions and concerns about the design of Bonifant Street in 
Silver Spring. 

e Location of poles in sidewalks 

e Noise and Vibration 

e Questions about Conceptual Engineering Plans 


Response: MTA continues to work with Montgomery County and local business owners to address their concerns 
relating to the design along this block of Bonifant Street. As a result of this coordination, design refinements 
have been proposed to facilitate truck deliveries to local businesses. The eastbound track will be in a mixed- 
traffic lane so that a truck can stop in the right travel lane to load or unload, if parking spaces are not available, 
and other vehicular traffic can pass using the eastbound shared lane. 


Street Light and Catenary Poles on Bonifant Street 

A commenter stated concern about the need for street lights on Bonifant Street and the need to widen the 
sidewalk and rebuild it to the Silver Spring district’s brick sidewalk standard. Commenters stated concern about 
location of catenary poles and crowding of sidewalk. Commenters stated concern about the proximity of the 
transit lane to the front doors of businesses. 


Response: The Purple Line project does not include the installation of new street lights along the 900 block of 
Bonifant Street. However, new streetlights are being added by the builders of both the Silver Spring Library and 
Silver Spring Library residential development as part of those projects. Sidewalks will be maintained but, 
because of limited space, cannot be widened. The plans on Sheets 114 and 115 in the Conceptual Engineering 
Plans contained in Volume II of the FEIS show the preliminary (conceptual) location of the catenary poles. They 
are denoted as small circles, outside of the tracks on either side of the roadway, as depicted in the Typical 
Section. The final location of the poles will be determined in the final design phase of the project. Generally, the 
poles will be located on the front edge of the sidewalk closest to the street in the same area as other signs and 
poles. 


Noise and Vibration on Bonifant Street 
Commenters stated concern about noise and vibration impacts to businesses on Bonifant Street. Commenters 
asked why vibration was not measured on Bonifant Street. 


Response: As part of the noise analysis for the project, a noise monitoring and assessment site was located on 
the block of Bonifant Street between Georgia Avenue and Fenton Street. Noise monitoring site M23 was located 
at 949 Bonifant Street. Noise data was collected at this site to establish existing noise levels and project-related 
noise projections were assessed. The information is included in the FEIS Noise Technical Report and 
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summarized in the FEIS. Based on this analysis, there is no projected noise impact from the project to the 
businesses along Bonifant Street. 


A vibration study was also conducted for the project. A vibration monitoring site was not included on Bonifant 
Street. Monitoring sites were selected on the basis of several factors, the most important of which was the site’s 
potential sensitivity (see Section E.10 -Vibration of this document). These include sites where uses are 
particularly sensitive to vibration such as research facilities and places where people sleep. The commercial 
uses along Bonifant Street typically are not at this level of sensitivity. Purple Line trains traveling on this block of 
Bonifant Street will not exceed 10 mph, further mitigating the potential for vibration. Vibration levels generated 
from the Purple Line will be less than a truck or bus going over a bump or pothole. 


Vibration during construction is discussed in Section G.2-Noise and Vibration during Construction of this 
document. 


Questions about Conceptual Engineering Plans 
A commenter asked what the stippled background of the transitway on the plans for the 900 block of Bonifant 
Street indicated and who would maintain this area. 


Response: The stippled back ground indicates concrete, as the tracks are embedded in the roadway in this area. 
MTA is responsible for maintaining the transitway but may assign this responsibility to the public-private partner 
or Montgomery County through an agreement. 


A commenter asked why the track alignment profile on FEIS, Volume II, p. 198 doesn’t show the at-grade alley 
crossing. 


Response: The alleyway entrance on the north side of Bonifant Street will be maintained. It does not appear on 
the profile sheet as these sheets do not show all driveways and entrances. 


F.7 Long Branch 


Summary of Comments: A commenter asked whether the town homes on Arliss Street would be displaced by the 
Purple Line. 


A commenter stated that the plans and sections shown for Arliss Road in the Long Branch area did not 
correspond. Commenter requested changes to the proposed construction staging areas and proposed long-term 
property access. 


Response: The Purple Line will be located on the southwest side of Arliss Street (the same side as the shopping 
center) and the town houses will not be acquired for the project. There are no plans to replace the town homes 
for public space. FEIS Volume II, Environmental Resource Mapping, Sheet 12 of 32. 


Commenter is correct regarding the plans and sections shown for this Arliss Street in Long Branch. The section 
is incorrect and does not reflect the plans. MTA has continued to coordinate with the local property owner and 
the requested modifications are under consideration. 


G _ Construction Impacts 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concerns that specific construction impact mitigation measures were 
not described for their specific community. Commenters requested more information about the construction 
schedule. Commenters requested that the construction sites be secured from entry by non-authorized persons. 
Commenters requested that vacant or publically-owned property, rather than privately-owned and developed 
property, be used for construction staging activities. Commenters requested active engagement with MTA and 
the construction contractor during the construction phase of the project. A commenter requested restrictions on 
the hours of construction in residential areas. A commenter stated concern about use of local community 
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facilities by construction workers. A commenter stated that although FEIS Chapter 5-Overview of Construction 
Activities describes the construction activities, the environmental impacts of construction have not been fully 
examined and analyzed. A commenter asked how Hamlet Place Co-op would be impact by the construction of 
the four-foot noise walls. Commenters asked for the Construction Activities Technical Report. 


Response: FE/S Chapter 5-Overview of Construction Activities describes how construction might be undertaken, 
while FEIS Chapter 4-Environmental Resources, Impacts, and Mitigation examines and analyzes the impacts 
during construction within each study topic, under the heading “Short-term Construction Effects.” The Purple 
Line is too early in the design and engineering phase to have developed a construction schedule yet. As the 
design progresses, details of construction will be shared with local residents, including the schedule, utility 
impacts, planned haulage routes, and hours of construction. MTA has endeavored to identify areas for 
construction staging which are vacant, slated for acquisition for the project, or publicly-owned. 


MTA will work closely with affected communities during the construction phase of the project, forming working 
groups, if requested. The project’s public involvement plan includes community liaisons who will serve as the 
point of contact for local residents and businesses prior to and during the construction process. MTA will require 
that the contractor maintain a secure construction site and that noise, dust, and vibration be minimized and that 
all applicable ordinances and requirements be met. MTA will work with Montgomery County and local residents 
to monitor use of local community facilities, such as the Coffield Community Center, and will provide additional 
resources such as policing or maintenance, if necessary. 


Construction of the Purple Line, including the noise barriers and the grading for the elevation of the tracks over 
Connecticut Avenue would all occur within the county-owned right-of-way, which is approximately 100 feet wide 
at Hamlet Place Co-op. The elevation of the tracks would begin near Hamlet Place Co-op. 


The reference in the FEIS to the Construction Activities Technical Report is an error, as MTA decided to include 
this content in the FEIS and to not prepare a separate report. The project’s Environmental Compliance Plan, 
which will be developed after the ROD and prior to the initiation of construction, will ensure that contractors 
employ means and methods to avoid or minimize impact to the environment and general public in compliance 
with construction contract documents (FE/S Chapter 5.4). 


Rosemary Hills Elementary School 
A commenter stated concern about the impacts of construction to the Rosemary Hills Elementary School. 


Response: MTA will implement construction work at Talbot Avenue Bridge immediately adjacent to the Rosemary 
Hills Elementary School during the summer months. MTA will endeavor to complete construction of the Talbot 
Avenue Bridge in 15 months. MTA will coordinate the schedule for the bridge closure with Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation, Montgomery County Public Schools, and the community. 


Rodent and Pest Control 


A commenter stated concern about animal and pest invasions due to blasting and spoil removal. 


Response: Construction contractors will be required to implement pest control programs prior to and during 
construction where animal or insect pests could be a problem. 


G.1 Traffic during Construction 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about disruption of traffic during construction. A commenter 
was concerned about the traffic impacts due to the construction of the underpass of Jones Mill Road. A 
commenter expressed concern about the closure of the trail during construction. The major concern was the 
segment from Stewart Avenue to Jones Mill Road, which does not have convenient on-road detour routes. 


FEIS Comments and Responses 127 


Purple Line Record of Decision March 2014 


Response: MTA is developing a Transportation Management Plan to minimize impacts to traffic during 
construction. The plan, being developed collaboratively with MD State Highway Administration and Montgomery 
and Prince George’s Counties, will include traffic plans for transit, roadways, pedestrian, and bicycle traffic. The 
construction of the underpass for the Purple Line at Jones Mill Road and traffic in this area will be carefully 
planned for in the Transportation Management Plan. MTA will work with Montgomery County to minimize 
construction impacts and the amount of time that portions of the trail or transitway would be closed during 
construction (See FE/IS Chapter 5). A segment-by-segment detour plan is being developed for the trail, and this 
route will be signed when in use. 


G.2 Noise and Vibration during Construction 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about noise and vibration from construction. A commenter 
stated concern about vibration impacts to businesses on Bonifant Street, particularly items falling off shelves or 
tables. A commenter stated concern that MTA has not made specific commitments to conform to Montgomery 
County construction noise ordinances, including the creation of a Noise Suppression Plan for exposures that 
exceed 75 dBA during the hours of 7 AM to 5 PM or temporary noise waivers for after hours or nighttime work. 


A commenter stated that MTA should commit to specific vibration mitigation measures during construction 
such as: 

e selecting pile driving hammers, 

e offering a monitoring program to houses within 75 feet of the construction area 

e compensating residents for any construction related damage 


Vibration 

Response: MTA expects relatively small areas of the proposed project corridor to experience vibration effects 
from construction activities at any given time. These areas include the tunnel construction under Plymouth 
Street, the Purple Line structures at the Silver Spring Transit Center, and sections along the transitway where 
extensive bridge and retaining wall work would occur. Using best management practices, MTA will identify 
where potential vibration impacts could occur, and conduct detailed preconstruction surveys (including 
photographs) to document the condition of local buildings. These buildings will be carefully monitored for 
evidence of impacts, such as cracks. If impacts are identified, MTA will implement control measures to reduce 
impacts and will repair any damage caused. 


MTA will conform to local noise ordinances, as appropriate. 


As described in FEIS Chapter 4.20, MTA has committed to the following construction mitigation measures: 
analyzing extremely vibration sensitive buildings located within the UMD campus, as agreed upon by MTA and 
UMD, and identifying control measures to be implemented by the contractor during construction activities to 
minimize the potential for vibration impacts. 


Bonifant Street 

Response: A vibration monitoring site was not included on Bonifant Street. Monitoring sites were selected on the 
basis of several factors, the most important of which was the site’s potential sensitivity. These include sites 
where uses are particularly sensitive to vibration such as research facilities, recording studios, and places where 
people sleep. The commercial uses along Bonifant Street typically are not at this level of sensitivity. While 
construction activities have the potential to generate vibration, those activities with the highest potential such as 
blasting or pile driving are not anticipated along Bonifant Street. 


G.3 Plymouth Tunnel Construction 


Summary of Comment: A commenter stated concern about the disruption to community from the construction 
of the tunnel under Plymouth Street. 


128 FEIS Comments and Responses 


March 2014 Purple Line Record of Decision 


Response: In February 2013, MTA met with local residents who could be impacted by construction of the 
Plymouth Tunnel. The tunnel construction will be a long process lasting over four years (See FEIS Table 5-1). 
MTA will require avoidance and minimization strategies, including establishing performance standards for 
construction equipment to reduce noise and vibration associated with the construction activities. As described in 
Section E.1-Impacts to the Natural Environment of this document, the Environmental Compliance Plan will 
ensure that contractors employ means and methods to avoid or minimize impact to the environment and general 
public. MTA will work closely with homeowners and residents in the area of potential impact of the tunnel to 
ensure they are fully informed of the tunnel construction activities. Information on potential construction-related 
noise may be found in the FE/S Noise Technical Report in Short-term Construction Effects. Also refer to FEIS 
Chapter 5-Overview of Construction Activities. 


H Section 4(f) Resources 


Summary of Comments: Commenters identified resources that they believed should have been evaluated (or 
should have been evaluated differently) under Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act (DOT Act) 
of 1966. These were: 

e Elm Street Park 

e Georgetown Branch Interim Trail 

e Rock Creek Trestle Bridge 

e Lyttonsville 


Elm Street Park 

A commenter stated that the impacts to Elm Street Park should not be considered de minimis and that potential 
safety issues at the park, combined with the “attractive nuisance” of the trail, would be a violation of 4(f). The 
commenter believes that the transitway will be a danger to children because they will be attracted to trespassing 
on the tracks. 


Response: As a separate project, Montgomery County is constructing an at-grade connection between the 
existing Capital Crescent Trail in Bethesda and Elm Street Park, with the goal of linking to the permanent 
Capital Crescent Trail. The County's project includes bike lanes and signage on existing streets. Safety of park 
and trail users is a component of their consideration in advancing this project. The County’s project is part of the 
Montgomery County Countywide Bikeways Functional Master Plan (2005). 


The Purple Line will connect the County’s project with the permanent Capital Crescent Trail at Elm Street Urban 
Park. As stated in the FEIS (Chapter 6.4.1) and the ROD Attachment D—Section 4(f) Evaluation, the Purple 
Line will not permanently use any part of Elm Street Urban Park or substantially impair the activities, features or 
attributes—playgrounds, gazebo, picnic tables, benches, trails and public art—that qualify the park for protection 
under Section 4(f). 


Through its coordination with the County, MTA has agreed to construct the Capital Crescent Trail connection 
with Elm Street Urban Park using approximately 0.02 acres of temporary construction easements on a pathway 
within the park. The park land to be temporarily used includes a portion of an existing path, an undeveloped 
corner of a playground, and a grassy area adjacent to the path. As temporary construction easements on park 
property would be required, FTA proposed a temporary occupancy exception determination for Elm Street Park 
in Chapter 6.4.1 of the FEIS. After considering the FEIS comments, FTA made a final temporary occupancy 
exception determination for Elm Street Park in the Record of Decision (Attachment D-Final Section 4(f) 
Evaluation, Chapter 1.4.1). 


FTA made a temporary occupancy exception determination for the construction easements as they satisfy the 
five criteria for temporary occupancy set forth in the regulations of Section 4(f), codified in 23 CFR 774.13(d) 
and discussed in the Record of Decision (Attachment D-Final Section 4(f) Evaluation,, Chapter 1.1.1). 
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Specifically, (1) the duration of the work is temporary, less than the overall project construction period and no 
change in property ownership will occur; (2) the work is confined to a small area of the park and will result in 
minimal changes to the park; (3) no permanent adverse impacts to the park and no interference with the 
protected activities, features, or attributes of the park will occur; (4) the disturbed land will be fully restored to at 
least as good condition; and (5) the officials with jurisdiction have provided documented agreement to these 
findings. As such, the temporary construction easements do not constitute a use of Elm Street Urban Park 
under Section 4(f). 


The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC), which is the official with jurisdiction, 
concurred with FTA’s proposed determination on December 17, 2013 (see M-NCPPC concurrence in FTA’s 
November 17, 2013 letter to M-NCPPC (ROD, Attachment E- Agency Correspondence)). 


The entire Purple Line will be fenced off from adjacent properties including Elm Street Urban Park and the 
Capital Crescent Trail. Trail access will be via formal access points. There are two features of the Purple Line 
design that will enhance safety for Park users. First, a ventilation structure will be located between the park and 
the transitway. The trail connection would climb on retained fill under the Air Rights Building to a point where the 
connection crosses over the transitway. The retained fill will also limit views of the transitway and act as a 
barrier for noise from passing trains. The only access between the Capital Crescent Trail and the Park would be 
via the trail connection. Second, the trail connection would be fenced to provide safe passage over the 
transitway. The Purple Line will not be sounding a horn as it approaches the station. Horns are only sounded at 
at-grade roadway crossings and in emergency situations. They would not be sounded at the approach to the 
Bethesda station. A complete horn and bell policy is under development by MTA. 


Georgetown Branch Interim Trail 
Commenters stated that the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail is a park and should be evaluated as a Section 4(f) 
resource. 


Response: The Georgetown Branch Interim Trail is not a Section 4(f) resource. In a letter dated February 22, 
1995, FTA informed the County that Section 4(f) “does not apply to land that has been temporarily used for 
recreational or park purposes if the State or local government with jurisdiction over the land officially indicated 
prior to allowing the temporary park or recreational use, that the land was intended for a transportation use.” 
FTA believes that “the intent of the Montgomery County Council to preserve the right-of-way in question for a 
transportation use has been adequately documented as suggested by the 4(f) policy guidance.” Montgomery 
County Council adopted a resolution on August 1, 1995 authorizing the establishment of an interim hiker/biker 
trail in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The resolution stated that “the section between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring remains designated as a transportation corridor in which an interim trail is permitted until the master 
planned transit and trail facility is approved and funded consistent with the master plan.” After that resolution 
was adopted, the County removed the then-existing freight rail tracks and established an unpaved recreational 
trail in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. That unpaved trail remains in existence today. 


Based on these facts, FTA confirms its previous determination that the unpaved hiker/biker trail in the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way is not a Section 4(f) resource, because it was constructed as a temporary 
facility with an explicit understanding that the right-of-way was reserved for a transportation purpose. The 
determination is consistent with 23 CFR 774.11(h), which provides that Section 4(f) does not apply when a 
property that has been formally reserved for a future transportation facility temporarily functions for park or 
recreation purposes. This determination also is consistent with 23 CFR 774.11(i), which provides that Section 
A(f) does not apply when a park or recreational area and a transportation facility are jointly planned (Table 6-4 of 
the FEIS Chapter 6). 
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Although the right-of-way is not a Section 4(f) resource, the impacts to forests and specimen trees have been 
studied. As described above, a Forest Stand Delineation is being conducted within all forested areas in the 
study area. For more information on this topic see Section E.11- Habitat and Wildlife of this document. 


Rock Creek Trestle Bridge 
Commenters stated that the Rock Creek Trestle Bridge is an historic resource and should be evaluated as a 4(f) 
resource. 


Response: As described in Section E.6—Historic Resources of this document, the trestle was determined to be 
not individually eligible and also not a contributing element to an historic property, it is not a historic property 
protected by Section 4(f). 


Lyttonsville 
Commenter stated that the Lyttonsville is a historic resource and should be afforded the protections of Section 


4(f). 


Response: As described in Section E.6—Historic Resources, Lyttonsville was not identified as a historic property. 
Therefore, Lyttonsville would not be considered a Section 4(f) resource for the Purple Line. 


| Indirect and Cumulative Effects 


Summary of Comments: Commenters expressed concern about indirect and cumulative impacts related to 
increased development, particularly for overcrowded schools in the Bethesda-Chevy Chase cluster. One 
particular area of concern was Chevy Chase Lake. 


Response: MTA has actively participated in the public land use planning process of both Montgomery and Prince 
George’s counties because of the importance of the Purple Line stations in the influencing how land will be 
developed or redeveloped. The FEIS considered and assessed the reasonably foreseeable impacts of such 
future development, and it provides minimization and mitigation measures including design standards and safety 
features. The analysis in the FEIS found that the Purple Line will likely be the catalyst for denser transit-oriented 
development, in support of visions for the future in both counties. The FEIS also noted that the Purple Line is in 
the Master Plan and the induced growth has been accounted for in local county planning. See FE/S Chapter 
7.2.2—Indirect and Cumulative Effects. 


The impacts of redevelopment at Chevy Chase Lake, which would be permitted under the Chevy Chase Lake 
Sector Plan (approved and adopted in 2013), were considered in FEIS Chapter 7.2.2—Indirect and Cumulative 
Effects. The Purple Line will induce the projects of the second step in the zoning amendments that would 
redevelop an urbanized area. This potential redevelopment would focus development near the Purple Line 
station, and provide more housing options and new pedestrian-oriented community amenities. It is anticipated 
that any negative impact to water quality from the increased development would be avoided through the 
requirements of state and federal water quality regulations and the stated intent of the community to restore 
Coquelin Run. 


Because the Purple Line will have such a prominent role in shaping the neighborhood, MTA has worked closely 
with Montgomery County in the public process that is part of the development of the local sector plan; attending 
public meetings, and working with local communities and stakeholders. 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about the cumulative impact of the loss of forests. 


Response: As discussed in FE/S Chapter 7.3.4—Forests, MTA is guided by the Maryland Forest Conservation 
Act which regulates development impact to forest land, as well as the use of the Georgetown Branch right-of- 
way. The estimated loss of forest within the cumulative effects study area is 0.6 percent of the forest land. 
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J Public Involvement 


Summary of Comments: Commenters provided comments on the public involvement program of the Purple Line. 


J.1 Continued Public Involvement 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated a desire for continued engagement of MTA with local communities 
as the project moves forward, particularly during construction. Commenters wish to continue to work with 
designers on visual impacts such as retaining wall design and landscaping. 


Commenters wish to work with the construction team to minimize impacts from construction, on the issues such 
as haul routes, hours of construction, traffic management, and noise and dust control measures. 


Commenters stated that MTA had not met with the Hamlet Place Co-operative. These commenters requested 
coordination similar to what was done with the Town of Chevy Chase. 


Response: MTA continues to expand the public outreach program associated with the Purple Line in an effort to 
share information and gain input into the project. MTA is committed to engagement with the local communities in 
the corridor throughout the planning, final design, and construction of the Purple Line. MTA has a dedicated 
public outreach team who will meet regularly with local residents and businesses serving as liaisons between 
the community and the design and construction team. Part of the role of the outreach team is to identify the 
appropriate technical staff for particular issues and to assist in ensuring that communities understand how those 
issues are being addressed. 


MTA met with the Hamlet Place Co-operative at the Co-op offices on 8/29/07 and 9/15/11. Hamlet Place 
representatives attended Purple Line Community Focus Group meetings in 2007, 2008, and 2009. Five 
residents of the Co-op attended a Purple Line Neighborhood Work Group in October 2011. Residents of this 
community were sent the project newsletters and invited to larger project public meeting including Open Houses 
in 2011 and 2013. MTA looks forward to continued coordination with the residents of Hamlet Place. 


J.2. MTA Outreach Efforts 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated that they believed the community outreach conducted by MTA was a 
“check the box” exercise, rather than a legitimate effort to solicit public input. A commenter stated that MTA 
has not upheld its promises to preserve trees, the trail, and the at-grade crossing of the trail at Lynn Drive. Other 
commenters expressed their appreciation for MTA’s outreach efforts. 


Response: MTA has conducted an extensive outreach program (see FEIS Table 4-27). The plans for the Purple 

Line reflect the many changes to the project that came about from coordination with the public. Many early 

alignments, such as the use of East West Highway, were eliminated from further consideration based in part on 

community and stakeholder input, while some, such as the Silver Spring/Thayer alignment and the aerial 

alignment over Kenilworth Avenue and Riverdale Road were added later in the alternatives planning process. 

Some of the changes made in response to public input include: 

e the use of mixed-traffic lanes on Wayne Avenue 

e the minimization of the Lyttonsville Storage Facility and its shift to the west, 

e the reduction of University Boulevard from six general traffic lanes to four, 

e the shift of the alignment on Kenilworth Avenue to the median, and 

e the shift of the alignment on Riverdale Road from the median to the south side of the road. 

e the development of the current plans that will permit trucks to double park while making deliveries on 
Bonifant Street (based in input from local businesses). 


In addition, MTA has made efforts to minimize tree loss along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The right-of- 
way would be replanted after construction, and the landscaping would assist in mitigating this visual impact at 
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maturity, the overall appearance of the right-of-way would be substantially changed from present conditions. In 
addition, the right-of-way would have a four-foot retaining wall or noise barrier on the south side of the 
transitway from Bethesda Station to Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, and on the north side of the trail from East 
West Highway to Rock Creek Stream Valley Park. Depending upon location and topography, views from the trail 
and of the trail from adjacent properties would be substantially altered or essentially eliminated due to either the 
removal of vegetation or the addition of retaining walls. MTA will prepare the finishes and design of the walls 
and fences along the trail in consultation with the County and the community. Though different in type and 
character, MTA will provide replacement landscaping where practicable. To further enhance the visual setting of 
the trail, Montgomery County has identified funding for additional landscaping and amenities along the trail. MTA 
has met with communities and residents along the Georgetown Branch more than 30 times and held open 
houses on the project in Bethesda or Chevy Chase nine times. Although the Lynn Drive at-grade crossing was 
removed from the project, MTA presented options for a grade-separated crossing below the transitway. 
However, these options are not being carried forward based on comments from the Town of Chevy Chase. 


Summary of Comment: A commenter was disturbed at the development of a children’s page on the project 
website. 


Response: These pages are used as part of the project’s student safety education program for construction, and 
later, operations. 


J.3. Graphics and Renderings 


Summary of Comments: Commenters both praised and criticized the graphics and renderings used for the Purple 
Line public outreach. Commenters believed that the renderings were not accurate and that, in particular, trees 
were shown too large and landscaping was shown as it would be when full grown. 


Commenters stated that FEIS Figure 4-18 distorts the distance impacts experienced by the adjacent community. 
Commenters stated that FEIS Figure 5-1 distorted the location of Hamlet Place relative to the Purple Line right- 
of-way. 


Response: MTA uses graphics to help portray the ultimate design of the facility. Plans and displays are clearly 
marked that landscaping is shown for illustrative purposes and does not fully represent the existing or proposed 
future conditions. Figure 5-1 is not intended to show Hamlet Place. 


K Evaluation of Alternatives 
K.1 Project Will Not Make Money 


Summary of comment: A commenter stated the Purple Line will not make money, and the fares collected will not 
cover the cost of operating the line, and for this reason a private company will not want to operate the Purple 
Line. 


Response: MTA does not expect fares to cover the cost of operating and maintaining the Purple Line. 
Transportation facilities, including roadways, light rail transit, and bus services do not regularly produce a profit 
and require subsidy as a general rule. Transportation facilities are built and subsidized as a public service. 
MTA’s proposed use of a public-private partnership does not assume that the operator will control or retain the 
fares. 


K.2 Project Cost 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated that they believe the project is too costly and that the cost of the 
project has risen substantially since the initiation of the project. Commenters stated that they believe the benefits 
from the project do not justify the cost. Commenters stated that they did not think the fares would cover the cost 
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of operations. Commenters expressed skepticism about the accuracy of the costs. Commenters were concerned 
with how the project costs were calculated, the cost to build and maintain the project, and the high cost per rider. 


Response: The 16-mile Purple Line is a needed investment in local communities and the region. While MTA 
recognizes that this project is costly, transit iS part of the solution needed to address the continuing growth in 
jobs and population in the Washington metropolitan area. The MTA has concluded that the benefits of this long- 
term transportation investment justify the cost. The goal of the Purple Line project is to provide an improved and 
more reliable alternative mode of transportation for people traveling east-west and convenient access to existing 
rail services, such as the Metrorail and MARC systems, for those who do not have it now. The value created by 
the Purple Line will be reflected not only in the added accessibility to both Prince George’s and Montgomery 
Counties, but also in growth and reinvestment at many of the station areas. FE/S Chapter 1-Purpose and Need 
explains the need for the project. FE/S Chapter 9-Evaluation of Alternatives states the conclusions of the 
evaluation of the impacts. 


The cost of the project has to be considered in light of its expected benefits, which include serving 74,160 riders 
daily by 2040 and saving those using the system a total of over 34,800 hours daily. It provides a new, more 
reliable transit choice with improved transit travel times and access to other existing transit services and 
Metrorail across the corridor, thereby providing improved access to the Washington region. It will also connect 
communities and provide access to housing and employment throughout the corridor and beyond. 


Project cost estimates are developed following a methodology prescribed by FTA. The costs are thoroughly 
reviewed and approved by FTA (see FEIS Capital Cost Technical Report). 


Summary of Comments: A commenter stated that a new DEIS should be performed comparing the same 
alternatives (from the AA/DEIS) with updated costs. The commenter stated that estimated costs were significant 
considerations in selecting reasonable alternatives for study in the AA/DEIS and in comparing the selected 
alternatives in the AA/DEIS. The commenter asserted that projected costs for the Preferred Alternative have 
fundamentally changed since MTA compared project alternatives in the AA/DEIS and assert that a light rail 
alternative may not have qualified as a reasonable alternative given the costs currently being cited. The 
commenter stated that the additional alternatives analysis should be prepared at the DEIS level since an FEIS for 
a New Starts transit project typically focuses on the Preferred Alternative and a No Action Alternative. 


Response: The costs of light-rail transit alternatives (and other alternatives) have not fundamentally changed 
since the publication of the AA/DEIS in 2008. The cost estimates have been refined over time as more 
information was available and have been reported in different base years, which can cause confusion. The 
perception that costs have increased significantly since the AA/DEIS results from the different ways that costs 
were presented at different points during the study. The AA/DEIS presented “base year” cost estimates, while 
the FEIS presented a “year of expenditure” cost estimate. The base-year cost estimate represents the cost if all 
construction happened in that base year. The year-of-expenditure cost estimate takes into account the multi- 
year construction schedule; it reflects the effects of inflation over that multi-year period. 


Over the course of this study, the following cost estimates have been provided for the light-rail alternative that 
culminated in the Preferred Alternative. 


The AA/DEIS included base-year cost estimates for the build alternatives. The Medium and High Investment 
LRT alternatives in the AA/DEIS were estimated at $1.2 billion and $1.6 billion, respectively in 2007 dollars. 


When the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) was announced in August 2009, the base-year cost of the LPA 
was reported at approximately $1.5 billion in 2009 dollars. The LPA was a blend of the Medium and High 
Investment LRT alternatives. Therefore, the $1.5 billion cost estimate for the LPA in 2009 dollars was consistent 
with the $1.2 to $1.6 billion range reported for the Medium and High Investment LRT alternatives in 2007 dollars 
in the AA/DEIS. 
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The FEIS included a year-of-expenditure cost estimate of $2.2 billion for the Preferred Alternative. To compare 
the LPA and FEIS cost estimates, both have been converted into 2012 dollars: 


The $1.5 billion figure for the LPA in 2009 dollars is equivalent to a cost of approximately $1.7 billion in 2012 
dollars. This increase reflects the fact that construction costs in the Washington DC region rose 13% from fiscal 
year 2009 to 2012 (construction costs increase faster than general inflation, both in recent years and in the cost 
estimate). 


The $2.2 billion figure for the Preferred Alternative (as stated in the FEIS) is equivalent to a cost of 
approximately $1.8 billion in 2012 dollars. 


As this analysis shows, the majority of the cost “increase” is due to the effects of inflation, which would apply to 
all of the alternatives. When the effects of inflation are excluded, the project cost has increased by 
approximately $100 million, or approximately 6 percent (from $1.7 billion when the LPA was announced to $1.8 
billion when the FEIS was issued, as measured in 2012 dollars). 


Aside from inflation, the primary factors that have contributed to the increased cost are: 

e More information on construction techniques/challenges at the Plymouth Tunnel and Silver Spring Transit 
Center, 

e Changes in State of Maryland stormwater management requirements, 

e Additional and more costly transit vehicles. 


These factors would have caused the cost estimates to increase to a similar degree for all of the build 
alternatives considered in the AA/DEIS: 


e All of the alternatives would have experienced cost increases due to changes in Maryland Department of 
Environment (MDE) stormwater management requirements. 

e All of the alternatives would have experienced cost increases due to the need for additional and more costly 
transit vehicles. 

e All of the alternatives except for the Low Investment BRT alternative passed through the Silver Spring 
Transit Center, so the cost estimate for this component would have increased based on more detailed 
design. 

e Finally, all of the alternatives except for the Low and Medium Investment BRT included the Plymouth 
Tunnel. 


In summary, while the cost of the Preferred Alternative has changed, the reasons for this change are not 
specific to this alternative. As a result, the relative differences between the modes and alternatives remain the 
same. Heavy rail is still far more expensive than light rail, and while BRT can be somewhat lower in cost than 
light rail, the costs are relatively close. 


Finally, it is important to note that while cost was a factor in the evaluation of alternatives, the Preferred 
Alternative was not selected because it was the lowest-cost alternative. At the time light rail was selected as the 
mode for the project, it was recognized that the BRT alternatives generally were lower in cost. Light rail was 
selected despite its higher cost, because it provided greater benefits and greater capacity to accommodate 
increased ridership in the future, while still meeting FTA’s cost-effectiveness requirements. This conclusion 
remains valid: the Preferred Alternative continues to greater superior benefits than BRT and continues to meet 
the cost-effectiveness requirements for New Starts funding. Because this conclusion remains valid, the 


16 

The cost of any individual BRT or LRT alternative could be lowered by shifting from the investment level closer to the “Low” end of the 
spectrum, which requires removing elements such as dedicated or exclusive right-of-way. These types of savings apply equally to BRT and 
LRT, and do not affect the choice between those modes. In addition, these cost-saving options were fully evaluated in the AA/DEIS through 
the development of the High, Medium and Low Investment Alternatives. 
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increased cost of the Preferred Alternative does not provide any basis for re-opening the analysis of alternatives 
considered in the AA/DEIS. 


For further information on cost estimates, as well as the reasons for recent increases and decreases, refer to 
the FEIS Capital Costs Technical Report, which was included in the appendices to the FEIS. 


K.3. Funding 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated that they do not believe the State of Maryland has the financial 
resources to build the project. Commenters expressed concern that it is unknown if the federal government will 
fund the project. A commenter supported a request for federal funding to construct the entire project at once, 
rather than breaking it into lengthy phases. 


A commenter stated that the cost increase of the project has resulted in the FTA changing the project’s cost- 
effectiveness rating from “medium” to “medium low” in the FTA 2013 Annual Report on Funding 
Recommendations. The commenter stated that this change puts the project at risk for receiving federal funding. 


Response: In March 2013, the Maryland General Assembly approved the Transportation Infrastructure 
Investment Act of 2013, which provides critical funding for the Purple Line, allowing the engineering and 
property acquisition phases to proceed. 


The State has dedicated a $400 million investment for construction of the project with the remainder to be paid 
with a combination of federal grants, state and local financial contributions, and private investment. MTA intends 
to seek funding for and construct the entire project. 


On August 5, 2013, Governor O’Malley announced that the Purple Line will be delivered through a Public- 
Private Partnership (P3). The Maryland Board of Public Works reviewed and approved the solicitation plan for 
the decision to develop the Purple Line using a P3. This decision was made after approximately a year of 
comprehensive analysis of project delivery and financing options for this project. The P3 approach can achieve 
up to 20 percent in cost savings for the project over its life and allow MTA to deliver the project without adding 
significant organizational and internal cost responsibilities to the agency. 


An Application to Enter Preliminary Engineering (PE) was submitted to FTA for the Purple Line LPA that was 
identified following the completion of the Purple Line AA/DEIS comment period. On October 7, 2011, FTA 
approved the Purple Line for Entry into Preliminary Engineering based on its rating of the application against its 
criteria. FTA stated in the Congressional 10-Day Notification attached to its letter of October 7, 2011 to Mr. 
Ralign T. Wells, Administrator, MTA, from Brigid Hynes-Cherin, Acting Regional Administrator, FTA Region III: 
“The FTA has received sufficient project justification and local financial commitment information from MTA to 
determine that the project meets the eligibility criteria and all other New Starts requirements to advance into 
PE.” FTA project justification criteria include FTA’s cost-effectiveness index measure. MTA’s Purple Line 
financial plan was the basis for FTA’s determination of the financial commitment. 


For the FTA FY14 New Starts criteria update, FTA used an interim approach for the cost effectiveness ratings. 
FTA’s intent with the interim approach was to reflect some of the changes associated with the new MAP-21 
federal transit authorization bill even though new guidelines and criteria measures were not yet defined. The 
Purple Line did not request any New Starts project rating using the information prepared under the interim 
approach. 


FTA has since implemented final guidance and metrics for how it will evaluate New Starts cost effectiveness 
under MAP-21. The ratings in the 2013 report was a Medium Low, however, the Purple Line has submitted 
information for the FY15 New Starts criteria update, and MTA expects to receive a Medium or better rating for 
the cost-effectiveness index criteria. 
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While the conclusion of the NEPA process does not commit FTA to approve funding for a project, FTA is 
satisfied that the Purple Line project, as currently proposed, is a viable candidate for funding under the New 
Starts program. Uncertainties regarding the outcome of the New Starts process are normal at this stage of 
project development and do not provide a basis for re-opening the analysis of alternatives rejected at previous 
stages of the NEPA process. 


On March 4, 2014, FTA issued its recommendation under the New Starts Program that the Purple Line be the 
recipient of a Full Funding Grant Agreement. The project received a cost-effectiveness rating of “medium-high.” 


K.4 Public-Private Partnerships 


Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern about the use of a Public Private Partnership (P3). A 
commenter stated that key elements of any binding contract between public and private partners are not yet 
available. 


Response: P3s have been successfully implemented for public transit projects nationally and internationally. MTA 
has reported that a private entity, also referred to as a concessionaire, will be responsible for key aspects of 
final design, construction, financing, operations, and maintenance of the Purple Line over an operating period of 
approximately 30 years. MTA will retain ownership of the Purple Line and remain ultimately accountable for the 
Purple Line and its public function. The concessionaire would be paid using a payment structure that is directly 
linked to the performance of the Purple Line. In return for operating and maintaining the project at a specific 
level of service along with financing a portion of the design and construction, the State will pay the private 
partner annual operating payments throughout an approximately 30-year contract period. The state will also 
repay the private financing funds. Deductions will be made from these payments if the contractor does not meet 
pre-determined performance targets. For more information see Purple Line website: 
http://www.purplelinemd.com/en/p3. 


It is not unusual that NEPA approval is gained prior to decisions on the method to be used for project delivery 
(i.e., financing and construction), and it would be extremely unusual for a design or construction contract to be in 
place at the time the NEPA approval is issued. Therefore, it is not necessary for MTA to conclude its contract 
with a concessionaire prior to conclusion of the NEPA process. 


K.5 Other Issues 
Ridership 


Summary of Comments: A commenter stated that the uncertain ridership projections for the Purple Line did not 
justify the damage to the trail. Commenters believe that the ridership projections are unrealistically high. Others 
believe that the ridership projections are too low and so do not justify the expense of the project or the adverse 
impacts. A commenter asks for an explanation of the methodology used to make the ridership projections. A 
commenter stated concern that the ridership projections had been made using old data. A commenter questioned 
the boardings projected in Bethesda. Commenters questioned the projected population and employment growth. 
A commenter asked if surveys had been done to estimate ridership. A commenter suggested that a BRT system 
that mimics the Purple Line could be used for a year to gauge the demand for the Purple Line. 


Response: The ridership on a given transit service is a function of many factors: the overall travel market is a 
function of the residential population, the employment, the regional and corridor travel patterns, and the type 
and location of commercial, retail, institutional and recreational destinations—among other factors. The usage of 
the specific service is influenced by the attractiveness and quality of the service relative to other travel options 
(autos and other transit services), including the travel time, number of transfers, fares, convenience of access 
(how much time does it take to access stations and get to the destination), and other attributes of perceived 
benefits and costs. The methodologies for travel demand analysis are summarized in FEIS Chapter 3.1-Public 
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Transportation and are described in detail in the FEIS Travel Forecasts Results Report and the FE/S Purple 
Line Travel Demand Methodology Report. 


The methodologies for travel demand analysis are established in the transportation planning industry and are 
reviewed and approved by FTA. Local population, household, and employment forecasts are used to develop 
the travel demand analysis. The Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments, MWCOG, an independent, 
nonprofit regional organization of Washington area local governments, provides regularly updated demographic 
forecasts and modeling methodology. FTA reviewed the MWCOG model at the beginning of the analysis 
conducted for the 2008 Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement (AA/DEIS). Per their 
guidance, an on-board transit riders’ survey of the region’s bus and rail services was conducted to aid in 
updating the model. FTA reviewed the updated model, and the initial and final results were used in AA/DEIS. 
The model is calibrated by comparing the model projections for current ridership with actual ridership. 
Subsequent to the AA/DEIS, FTA reviewed the results and approved the forecasts for the Purple Line for use in 
the Application to Enter Preliminary Engineering. The Purple Line was approved for Entry into Preliminary 
Engineering by FTA. The Purple Line projections in the FEIS used the MWCOG Round 8.0 forecasts, published 
in December 2010. 


MTA and FTA are confident of the travel demand projections made for the Purple Line. These numbers are 
consistent with the ridership of other new light rail lines in the United States. 


A BRT system that truly mimics the Purple Line would require substantial investment and construction of 
dedicated travel lanes, including along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 


Summary of Comments: A commenter questioned the assumptions in travel forecasting, specifically asking 
whether the forecasts assume: 

e Increases in telecommuting 

e Drivers adjusting their commutes based on adverse traffic conditions 

e Increases in carpooling 


Response: The MWCOG model used for travel forecasting does include changes in trips including 
telecommuting. The model also reflects changes from congestion increases on particular roadway networks. 
The congestion would result in changes in travel times; which would in turn result in changes in travel behavior. 
Carpooling is a modal choice in the model, and is impacted by changing conditions. See Travel Forecasts 
Results Technical Report. 


Travel Forecasts Results Technical Report Table 3: Household Growth and 4: 
Employment Growth 

A commenter asked why, if the household growth in the transit corridor is 3% by 2040 (Table 3), and the 
employment growth is 4% (Table 4), why is the number of daily person trips in the corridor forecasted to grow 
by 20% (Page 20). 

Response: The 3% household growth and 4% employment growth shown in the last rows of these tables are the 
percentage of regional growth in the corridor. The household and employment growth in the corridor itself are 
projected to be 27% and 32%, respectively. 


Travel Forecasts Results Technical Report Table 18: Travel Time Savings 
A commenter asks why Walk Time is included in the No Build. Commenter asked if the travel time savings 
shown Figure 9 and Table 18 include the time to get to the train station (walking or taking the bus) 


Response: Table 18 is referring to travel time savings for transit users who would still have Walk Time under the 
No Build (see Travel Forecasts Results Technical Report Section 4.2.2, p.41). 


138 FEIS Comments and Responses 


March 2014 Purple Line Record of Decision 


As noted in the text on p. 41, the travel time savings shown in Figure 9 are “In-Vehicle Travel Time,” so do not 
include walking or taking other transit to the Purple Line. Table 18 shows “In-Vehicle Time,” “Wait Time,” and 
“Walk Access Time.” It also combines “Wait Time” and “Walk Access Time.” Then it presents “Total Travel Time” 
and compares the “Total Travel Time” for the Purple Line and the No Build, showing the savings in the third row, 
for each market. 


Travel Forecasts Results Technical Report Table 23: Minutes of User Benefits 
per Project Trip 

A commenter requested clarification on this table. Commenter noted that the row and column labeled Total do 
not show totals. Commenter asked if the table showed the average travel savings time per user. 


Response: The commenter is correct about final row and column. The row labeled “Total” at the bottom of the 
chart should be labeled “Average by Attraction District.” The column labeled “Total” is the “Average by 
Production District.” It should be noted that these figures are weighted by number of trips per district so the 
average will not be a straight numerical average of the numbers shown in the table. 


Table 23 is a chart of User Benefits. User benefits are calculated using a measure of the traveler’s value of time 
to convert monetary and other costs to their equivalence in time, which is added to actual time savings. This 
measure was developed to include a comprehensive accounting of the total benefits of travel. Therefore, an 
average user benefit per project trip of 30 minutes is not a savings of 30 minutes. 


Travel Forecasts Results Technical Report - Certainty of Future Forecasts 
A commenter states that future forecasts are normally presented as a range and asks why this document is so 
specific. Commenter also asked what the impact of changes to the assumptions would be. 


Response: Section 5. Uncertainties (p. 60 of Technical Report) addresses the uncertainties in the forecasts, and 
how they are related to assumptions regarding the networks and land use. This text recognizes that there is a 
range for the forecasts. Table 27 shows this range and how different assumptions would impact the resulting 
forecasts. 


The growth rates used for the modeling are MWCOG’s forecasted growth rates, which assume approved and 
adopted land use plans. 


Travel Forecasts Results Technical Report - Benefit of Travel Time Savings 
A commenter asked if one assumes the travel time estimates are reasonable accurate; are the savings of ~10 
minutes enough to justify a $2.2 billion investment? 


Response: The travel time savings are for thousands of users on a daily basis. When considered collectively, and 
over time, these benefits make the project cost-effective. 


Travel Forecasts Results Technical Report - Data and Calculations 
Commenter asks for data and calculation of travel forecasting. 


Response: The FEIS Travel Forecasts Technical Report is the data and calculations of travel forecasts. 


Continuing Design Development 

Summary of Comments: A commenter stated that because all design elements were not been presented in the 
FEIS, a new DEIS is required. Additionally, elements have been modified since the publication of the FEIS. 
Bethesda Station and Capital Crescent Trail are two examples where the design continues to change. 


Response: Alternatives presented in an environmental document are developed to the level needed to assess 
the overall potential effects of the project. In some cases, as with the Purple Line, more detailed design is 
developed during the NEPA process in order to evaluate impacts or mitigation measures. All design elements 
are not required to be presented in the FEIS. It is normal for design refinements to continue in response to 
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public comments and engineering analysis; and to further minimize impacts to the project. The refinements that 
have taken place since the FEIS are described and included in the ROD (See ROD Attachment F: Design 
Refinements Since the August 2013 FEIS.) The ROD is required for the project to move forward to final design 
where more detailed elements are determined. FTA has determined in accordance with 23 CFR 771.129 that 
the design refinements since the FEIS do not result in new significant impacts beyond those evaluated in the 
FEIS. 


The proposed zoning changes in Bethesda are a County-initiated effort, and, if approved, the resulting changes 
to the Purple Line will be assessed. 


The design of the Capital Crescent Trail was refined based on coordination with Montgomery County and 
comments from CSX in order to improve community access, meet CSX design requirements, and provide a 
continuous trail to Silver Spring. This is outlined in ROD Attachment F: Design Refinements since the August 
2013 FEIS. 


Equity 

Summary of Comments: Commenters stated concern that communities in different locations were not treated 
equitably. Commenters felt that communities along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, particularly the Town 
of Chevy Chase, were given special treatment because of the noise walls. Commenters stated that they believed 
that residents in other areas, such as along Wayne Avenue, should be given comparable mitigation. Commenters 
also noted that commitments affecting the Columbia Country Club were embodied in a legally binding 
agreement while others were not. A commenter asked if the Purple Line has the authority to make agreements 
with the Country Club “in secret” or without public comment. 


However, other commenters stated that communities along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way were not 
treated as well as the Columbia Country Club. 


A commenter suggested that the benefits were largely to the residents of the eastern end of the alignment, while 
the residents at the western end would be subjected to the majority of impacts. 


A commenter stated that business mitigation was not being equally distributed in the corridor. 


Response: MTA has worked hard to consider and treat all communities in the corridor fairly during the project 
planning process, including the AA/DEIS and FEIS. One of the goals of the Purple Line public outreach program 
is to engage local residents in the planning and design process (see FEIS Chapter 8-Public Involvement and 
Agency Outreach). From the initiation of the project, public involvement has had an essential role in the design 
and planning of the Purple Line. The goal of the public involvement program is to engage anybody who has a 
stake in the project—residents, community leaders, businesses, elected officials, local jurisdictional staff, 
developers, and environmental and other advocacy groups. MTA developed a public outreach strategy that 
created meaningful opportunities for public engagement for all member of the community, including the EJ 
population. This outreach will continue as the project moves forward. Much of the planning and decisions on the 
project have been shaped by these efforts. Just a few examples of the many changes made in response to 
community input include: 
e Operating in mixed-traffic lanes on Wayne Avenue to reduce residential property impacts 
e Converting two general traffic lanes on University Boulevard to transit lanes to create a safer, more 
attractive pedestrian environment and reduce property impacts 
e — Shifting the rail storage yard in Lyttonsville to the west side of Lyttonsville Place to locate it farther from 
residents and preserve more of the commercial area for future redevelopment as envisioned in the local 
sector planning process. 
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Residences along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way will be provided with noise barriers because they were 
eligible for them under FTA noise impact guidelines. If, later in design, noise thresholds are crossed in any 
areas, appropriate noise mitigation will be provided to those areas. 


The Columbia Country Club is listed on the National Register of Historic Places, and as such is accorded legal 
protection under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and Section 4(f) of the Department of 
Transportation Act. Pursuant to those requirements, FTA and MTA have determined that it is necessary to 
incorporate landscaping treatments to preserve the character of the historic resource. In addition, a written 
agreement was needed for the Country Club because the project required a complex exchange of property 
ownership issues, which were interconnected with the resolution of the project’s alignment and design in that 
location. MTA may enter into agreements without public comment, as it will with property owners throughout the 
corridor. 


All real estate transactions are required to be in writing and MTA will be required to enter into written 
agreements with each property owner from whom property rights will be acquired. 


MTA will mitigate impacts to businesses throughout the corridor, providing mitigation appropriate to the impacts. 


The Purple Line will serve stakeholders and communities throughout the corridor, providing new and improved 
access to and between the major activity centers, and to the Metrorail system. Impacts will vary by type, extent, 
and location. Throughout the development of the Preferred Alternative, MTA has refined the design and 
alignment where reasonably feasible, to avoid or minimize effects. MTA will continue this iterative process, 
focusing in equal measure on improving the fit of the Preferred Alternative in relation to neighborhoods, historic 
properties, parks, other community facilities, businesses, and private property owners. Where unavoidably 
adverse effects of the Preferred Alternative remain, MTA has identified mitigation measures intended to offset 
remaining effects to the extent possible. Although some mitigation measures are enforced by federal and state 
regulations, most of MTA’s mitigation measures are project-specific commitments it has made with the affected 
stakeholders and communities in the Purple Line corridor (see FEIS Chapter 9.2—Balancing Benefits and 
Effects). 


K.6 FEIS Failed to Consider Reasonable Alternatives 


Summary of Comments: Commenter stated that the FEIS had not adequately compared alternatives because only 
the No Build and the Preferred Alternative were included in the FEIS, so the FEIS did not include an analysis on 
any reasonable alternatives. The commenter stated that because the No Build did not achieve the purpose and 
need it is not reasonable. 


Response: The AA/DEIS and FEIS, taken together, satisfy the requirement to consider all reasonable 
alternatives. FTA’s approach to alternatives analysis is documented in an FTA guidance document, Version 1.1 
of Advancing Major Transit Investments through Planning and Project Development (2003), available at 
http://www. fta.dot.gov/12304_2591.html. Section I.IlIl.| of the guidance states that “Where the alternatives 
analysis study is undertaken concurrently with a traditional Draft EIS, preliminary engineering is limited to the 
conduct and completion of the Final EIS on the Locally Preferred Alternative.” In addition, Section I.III.Il states 
that: 

“Preliminary engineering results in a level of design that permits the identification, with a high degree 

of confidence, of the full costs, benefits, and impacts of the Locally Preferred Alternative. In contrast 

to alternatives analysis, which involved an evaluation of multiple alternatives at a relatively broad level 

of detail, preliminary engineering requires a higher degree of detailed analysis on a single alternative. 

The differences in approaches between the two phases of development reflect the nature of the 

decision at-hand, with alternatives analysis providing decisionmakers with adequate information to 


distinguish between the costs and benefits of "competing" solutions to locally-identified transportation 
problems, and preliminary engineering generating more detailed analysis of how to implement the 
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preferred solution, to mitigate undesirable impacts, and to estimate capital costs at a much higher 
level of detail than necessary in earlier planning.” 


Under this guidance, the analysis of all reasonable alternatives is included in the AA/DEIS. As described in 
Section C.1-Mode of Transportation and Alternative Technologies, of this document, the Purple Line planning 
was initiated in 2003. The Notice of Intent announced that a transitway was proposed between Bethesda and 
New Carrollton and invited interested individuals, organizations, and agencies to provide their ideas, comments, 
and concerns about proposed alignments, modes, and station locations. Beginning in scoping and continuing to 
this day, MTA has conducted an extensive outreach program which has informed the development and 
refinement of the alternatives. These alignment options were considered and are documented in the September 
2008 AA/DEIS as part of early planning for the project. The AA/DEIS included a detailed analysis of several 
modal alternatives, including three bus rapid transit (BRT) alternatives, three light rail alternatives, anda 
Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternative. In addition, other modes, such as heavy rail, were 
considered in the alternatives development and screening process that occurred prior to the 2008 AA/DEIS, and 
were eliminated because they were found not to be reasonable alternatives. 


The evaluation factors in the AA/DEIS included impacts to the natural and built environment, engineering 
feasibility, public input, benefits, level of success in meeting the purpose and need, and cost. 


After the completion of the AA/DEIS the Governor of Maryland identified a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) in 
August 2009. The LPA identified a mode (light rail) and an alignment. Conceptual engineering continued and 
this alternative was further developed and refined based on public and stakeholder input. This refined alternative 
became the Preferred Alternative evaluated in the FEIS (see FEIS Chapter 2.2-The Locally Preferred 
Alternative). 


The MTA and FTA continued throughout FEIS to consider public comments, validity of assumptions, and any 
significant new information. This approach includes a detailed analysis of all reasonable alternatives as required 
by the CEQ regulations. This approach also is desirable from a practical standpoint, because it focuses each 
document on the issues related to the decisions under consideration at each stage: the analysis in the AA/DEIS 
focuses on broad issues related to the choice of mode and general location, while the analysis in the FEIS 
focuses on a multitude of specific issues related to the specific alignment, design, and mitigation measures for 
the LPA 


The CEQ guidance document cited by the commenter does not contradict the approach used in the AA/DEIS 
and FEIS. The CEQ guidance document states that “When there are potentially a very large number of 
alternatives, only a reasonable number of examples, covering the full spectrum of alternatives, must be 
analyzed and compared in the EIS” (see FEIS, p. 2-4.) The AA/DEIS followed the approach outlined in the 
guidance, by analyzing a range of distinctly different approaches to improving transit service in the corridor, 
including high, medium, and low investment alternatives for both BRT and light rail transit. The FEIS then 
summarized the alternatives analysis in the AA/DEIS (see FE/IS Chapter 2.1.4.) The presentation of a summary 
in the FEIS is consistent with the CEQ’s regulations, which direct federal agencies to avoid unnecessary 
paperwork by “preparing analytic rather than encyclopedic environmental impact statements” 40 CFR 1500.4. 
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Action Langley Park 114 E.9,E.14, G.2 

American Center for Physics 126 C.2,E.2 

CASA de Maryland 687 E.14 

CASA de Maryland 690 E.14 

CASA de Maryland 694 A.1, E.4 E.14, K.6 

Center for a Sustainable Economy 714 C.1, C.3, E.1, £.2, £.5, £.8, £.9, £.11, 
E.12,H 

Chevy Chase Land Company 399 A.1,C.3 

City of College Park 595 E.2,F.5 

City of Takoma Park 127 A.1 

Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail 795 C.3 

East Bethesda Citizens Association 904 C.3, D.5, E.9, G.2, J.1 

East Bethesda Community Association 523 C.1, 6.2, C.3, E11 

East Silver Spring Citizen's Association 1023 D.3, E.7, E.9, £.10, £.14, G, K.5 

Edgevale Community Association 721 C.3, D.3, D.5, E.7, E.8, £.9, E.10, £.11, 
G.2, G.1, K.5, J.1 

El Aguila Restaurant 86 B.1, E.3, £.14 

Friends of Sligo Creek 1040 D.3, E.11, £.12 

Hamlet Place Cooperative 453 E.7, E.8, £.9, £E.10, £.12, £.13, G.1, G.2, 
J.3 

Hamlet Place Owners 447 E.7, E.8, £.9, E.10, E.12, £.13, G.1, G.2, 
J.3 

Kefa Cafe 998 E.9, E.10, E.14, F.6 

Landmark Realty Inc 72 A.1, J.1 

Lyttonsville Community Civic Association 797 C.4, D.3, D.4, E.3, E.9, E.10 E.14, F.4, G, 
IL 

Montgomery Co. Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Traffic 682 D.3 

Safety Advisory Committee 

National Center for Smart Growth at UMD 1033 E.14,E.4 

North Woodside-Montgomery Hills Citizens 689 D.2,E.9, F.4, G.2 

Association 

Save The Trail 655 C.1, C.2, E.2, E.5, E.7, E.8, £.9, E.11, 
E.12, E.14 

Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association 713 C.4, D.2, D.3, D.5, E.7, £.9, £.11, £.12, 
E.13,F.1, G.1, G.2, G.3, J.1 

Sierra Club Montgomery County Group 62 A.1 

Silver Spring Urban District Advisory Committee A71 E.3, F.6 
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Sligo Branview Community Association 
Spring Beer & Wine 


730 C.4, D.2, D.4, D.5, E.2, E.9, £.10, K.5 
515 E.14,E.3 





Town of Chevy Chase 


625 C.1, K.2, K.6 








Town of Riverdale Park 1032 F.5 
Washington Area Bicyclist Association 627 A.1, C.3 
Washington Real Estate Investment Trust 666 F.7 
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Abreu Beverly 341 A.1, C.3 

Adamovich John 773 E.9 

Adams Allison 210 A.1, C.3 

Adams Brennan 230 A.1, C.3 

Ades Emily 417 A.1, C.3 

Alcorn Janis 45 B.1, E.4, E.9, £.11 

Alderdice Andrea 502 C.3 

Alexander Jonathan 379 A.1, C.3 

Alipio P. 365 A.1, C.3 

Allen Abigail 858 C.3, E.5, E.9 

Alper Ronald 190 A.1, C.3 

Amoruso Philip 402 A.1, C.3 

Amsellem Rae 434 A.1, C.3 

Andersen Terri 74 A.2 

Anderson Harold 286 A.1, C.3 

Anderson Jeannine 391 A.1, C.3 

Anderson Carol and John 907 E.9, E.10, K.5 

Anderson Vernon 952 A.1, C.3 

Anderson John & Carol 1019 G.2, K.5, E.10 

Andrea Susan 813 C.4 

Andrea Susan 888 C.4 

Andrews David 338 A.1, C.3 

Annis Jeff 656 C.2,C.3 

Armstrong Emily 494 C.3 

Armstrong Tom 677 C.2, C.4, D.2, D.3, E.7, E.8, E.9, E.11, 
E.14, F.1, K.2 

Arndt Chris 163 A.1, C.3 

Arnold Nathan 527 C.3, E.3, C.1, C.2, 

Arnold Agnese 604 C.3, £.5,E.9, D.5, K.5 

Arnson Cindy 1015 C.3 

Arons Nancy 463 C.3 

Arreaza Tina 654 C.3 
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Asher Lila 464 A.2, D.2, E.2 

Ashurst Stephen 249 C.3 

Atabek Karen 905 C.3 

Auger Margaret 734 C.3 

Austin Kirstin 112 E.9, £.10 

Avery Carolyn 172 A.1, C.3 

Ayers Seth 912 C.3 

B. Perry Richard 340 E.2, E.5, E.7, E.8, £.9, £.10, E.12, E.13, 
G.1, G.2, J.1, J.3, K.5 

Bacharach Joan 932 A.2 

Bader Eric 310 A.1, C.3 

Baird Bruce 684 C.3 

Baker Kathee 646 E.4 

Baker Dave 745 C.3, E.5 

Balaban Eleanor 16 C.1, C.2, C.3 

Balfour Ana Maria 66 A.2,C.3 

Ball Stephanie 245 A.1, C.3 

Bamji Zubin 299 A.1, C.3 

Banks TJ 914 C.3 

Bar Cindy 199 A.1, C.3 

Barnes James 44 A.1, J.1 

Barr Valarie 616 C.3, C.4, £.9. £.14 

Barranca Dominic 538 A.1, C.3 

Barsky Sandy 75 A.2, E.2, E.7, E.9, K.2 

Barsky Sandy 162 A.1, C.3 

Barsky Sandy 957 A.1, C.3 

Basken Paul 696 A.1, C.3 

Baskir Cecily 723 C.3 

Bateman Terry 17 A.2, B.1, C.3, E.2, K.2 

Bateman Terry 487 C.3, D.2, E.4, E.9, E.11, K.2, K3, K.4 

Bawer Ken 864 C.1, C.3 

Beach Ben 560 C.3, K.2 

Becker Kurt 357 A.1, C.3 

Begin Eileen 894 C.4 

Begley Julia 778 C.4 

Bellis Jennifer 507 C.1, C.4 

Belsky Deborah 821 C.1, C.2, C.3, K.2, K.5 

Bengeri Sudhindra 963 A.1, C.3 

Bennett Ralph 783 A.1 

Berg Jeanne 776 C.3,£.9,E.11 
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Bergal J 83 C.2, C.4, D.2, E.2, £.9, £.10, F.1 
Bergman Stephen 58 C.4, J.2 

Berliner Roger 719 C.1, C.2, E.8, E.9, £.10, E.11 
Bernstein Robert 206 A.1, C.3 

Bernstein Joshua 326 A.1, C.3 

Bernstein Edward 327 C.3 

Bertera Robert 945 A.1, C.3 

Bigio David 757 A.1, C.3 

Bittman Ann 733 C.3, E.5, E.9 

Bjellos Darrell 571 A.2 

Bjellos Darrell 572 A.2 

Blenkinsop Courtney 610 C.4, E£.11 

Block Tom 809 C.1, D.2, K3, K.4 
Bloom Dan 215 A.1, C.3 

Blumenthal Pam 416 A.2,C.1, C.2, C.3 
Bolling Dan 669 C.3 

Bollinger Juli 764 C.4 

Bonnard Patricia 492 A.2, B.2, C.3 

Bonson Kit 105 A.2, C.1, D.2, E.3, E.8, K.2 
Boortrill 1009 C.3 

Bosin Randall 992 B.1, C.3, E.14 

Boswell Jeff 833 A.1, C.3 

Boyer Spencer 125 A.1, F.1 

Bradley Katherine 674 C.3 

Brandt Ed 154 A.1, C.3 

Branson Patricia 901 C.3 

Brennan Casey 82 A.1 

Brenner Pryor 450 C.3, £.2,£.9, 6.11 
Breslow May 87 A.2, E.4, E.2, £.9, £.11 
Breslow Leonard 88 A.2, D.2, E.2, £.11 
Brewer Laura 388 A.1, C.3 
Brewster-Geisz Zachary 227 A.1, C.3 

Brezny Rasto 328 A.1, C.3 

Brinker Allen 455 C.2,C.3 

Brown Frank 201 A.1, C.3 

Browne Janice 69 A.2, K.2 

Browning Pam 697 C.3, D.5, £.2, £.11 
Brubaker Lisa 273 A.1, C.3 

Bruso Leo 587 Information Request 
Bruso Leo 590 Information Request 
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Bryant Linda 1010 C.3 
Bubar Eric 440 A.1, C.3 
Burgess Alex 409 A.1, C.3 
Burgess Alex 415 A.1, C.3 
Burns William 309 A.1, C.3 
Burns Calvin 673 C.3 
Burns Brian 688 C.3, E.5 
Butler John 851 A.1, C.3 
Byrd Nakengi 372 A.1, C.3 
Cairney Gina 239 A.1, C.3 
Calomiris Leon 32 A.2 
Cameron Joann 824 C.4 
Camilli Tony 937 A.1, C.3 
Camillo Scott 413 A.1, C.3 
Campbell Chris 441 A.1, C.3 
Campbell Chris 504 C.2 
Carmouze Guillermo 803 A.1, C.3 
Carr Al 1001 B.2, C.1, D.1, F.3 
Carrier David 954 A.1, C.3 
Carroll Paul 488 A.2, C.3, D.5, E.9, E.11 
Carroll Paul 490 A.2, C.3, E.2, E.9, K.2 
Carty Tom 315 A.1, C.3 
Casey Riley 428 A.1, C.3 
Casto Benjamin 367 A.1, C.3 
Castro Bradford 925 A.1, C.3 
Cavanaugh Jean 51 E.2 
Cavendish Sara 612 A.1, F.1 
Chan Warren 838 C.3 
Charness Diane 497 C.3, E.9 
Chatfield Catherine 836 A.1, C.3 
Cheney David 260 A.1, C.3 
Childress Martina 603 C.4 
Choppin Timothy J. 588 C.3 
Claffey Susan K. 798 C.4 
Clark Daniel 345 A.1, C.3 
Clarke Jim 221 A.1, C.3 
Clarke Seircha 460 C.3 
Clauss Mark 65 C.3 
Clauss Mark 892 C.3, E.9 
Clay Mary G. 991 C.3 
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Cleary Patrick 425 A.1, C.3 
Clements Jill 431 A.1, C.3 
Coe Bonnie 493 C.3 
Cohen Ronald 191 A.1, C.3 
Coleman Heidi 203 A.1, C.3 
Colino Stacey 772 C.2,C.3, E.9, K.5 
Connell Genevieve P. 896 C.2,C.1, C.3 
Conte Kristen 847 C.4 
Convard Nancy 364 A.1, C.3 
Cooper Karen 37 E.9 
Cooper Dean and 573 E.9 
Karen 
Cope David 468 C.3 
Cornelius Ellen 535 C.3, E.11, E.7 
Corrigan John 284 A.1, C.3 
Coughlin Cheryl 454 C.3, E.9, E.11 
Cowgill Ann 993 B.1, C.3 
Cox Austin 853 A.1, C.3 
Coyne Philip 277 A.1, C.3 
Cranor David 987 A.1, C.3 
Crissey III John D. 403 A.1, C.3 
Cuming Don 877 A.1, C.3 
Cunningham Charlotte 648 C.3, D.3, D.5 
Cushwa Richard 942 A.1, C.3 
Dack Leonard 451 A.2, C.3, K.2 
Dack Leonard 452 A.2,C.3 
Daily Kenneth 132 C.3 
Dalhoff Jeff 938 A.1, C.3 
Daniel Adam 189 A.1, C.3 
Dasbach Mona Lisa & 1035 C.4, E.9, E.10, £.14, K.5 
Joseph 
Davies Katherine 792 C.3, E.5 
Davis Carter 25 C.3, £.11 
Davis Ashley 29 C.3, C.4, E.7, £.9, £.11 
Davis Neil C. 668 E.9, G.2 
Deighton Sandie 815 E.9, K.5 
Deighton Sandie 822 A.2,C.3 
Deighton Russell 843 C.3, C.4 
Delacour Olivier 305 A.1, C.3 
Delahunty Lesley-Alicia 807 C.3 
Delgoshaei Parastoo 262 A.1, C.3 
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Detwiler Brian 995 C.3 

Detzner Jack 849 C.4 

Dewey Reed 630 C.2, C.3 

Dewey Reed 678 C.2, C.3, E.4 

Dietrich Karen 820 B.1, C.3, D.5, E.7, £.9, E.10, E.11, E.12, 
G.1, G.2, J.1, K.4 

Dinsmoor Tessa 194 E.9, E.10 

Ditzler Barbara 26 A.1, C.3 

Dohlie Maj-Britt 699 B.1, C.1, C.3, E.5, K.2 

Donahue Karen 84 A.2, E.2, £.11 

Donaldson Fergus 124 A.1, F.1 

Donnellan Michael 900 C.3, E.9 

Donnelly Maureen 47 A.2, D.2, E.2 

Dotson Sarah 146 A.1, C.3 

Doumani Fadi 806 C.3 

Dowling Joshua 35 A.1 

Downey Leslie 116 A.1, F.1 

Downey Phil 631 A.1, F.1 

Dueck Jonathan 226 A.1, C.3 

Dugge Irmgard 476 C.3, £.11 

Dunn Antoine 831 C.1, C.2, K3, K.4 

DuPont Helen 93 A.2, K.2, B.1, C.3, D.2, D.3, E.2, E.4, E.9, 
G, G.1, G.2 

Dwyer Greg 148 A.1, C.3 

Dyal Montichand 505 F.7 

Earl James 143 A.1, C.3 

Eason Theresa 704 A.2, C.2 

Edwards Tom 649 C.4 

Edwards Nancy 761 C.3 

Ehrlich Vivian 19 A.2, C.4, E.9, E.10, G.2 

Ehrlich Vivian 22 A.2, E.9 

Ehrlich Vivian 46 A.2, B.1, E.9, E.10, K.5 

Ehrman James 561 C.4, E.2 

Ehrman James 897 C.4 

Eisenberg Rita 923 C.3 

Eisner David 396 A.1, C.3 

Elias Kenneth 207 A.1, C.3 

Emerson AJ 736 A.1, C.3 

English Doug 934 C.1, C.3 

Eriksson Peter 960 A.1, C.3 

Ervin Valerie 111 C.3, C.4, E.1, E.2, £.3, E.4, F.1, G.2 
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Esterson Pamela 826 C.1, C.3, D.2 

Eulau James 234 A.1, C.3 

Eulau James 235 A.1, C.3 

Evenson Michael 1020 B.2, C.3 

Everson-Fisher Margaret 622 C.1, C.2, D.2 

Ezban Mike 562 C.4 

Fair Sandra 95 C.2, E.2, £.9, £.12 

Farrell-Kendrick John 840 A.1, C.3 

Farthing Shane 449 A.1, C.3 

Faust Dottie 97 C.2, C.1, E.2, E.7, E.9 

Feehely Christopher 181 A.1,C.3 

Feldman Daniel 240 A.1, C.3 

Feldman Paul 709 E.3, E.9, £.10, £.11 

Feldman Harry 711 C.3, E.8, E.11, £.14 

Felling Bill 632 A.1, C.3 

Fendrick Peter 89 C.2,C.3 

Fendrick Barbara 845 C.3, E.4 

Few Debra 251 A.1, C.3 

Fiaher Mary Ann 534 A.1, C.3 

Fiala Anne-Marie 642 A.2, C.3, E.11 

Fidler Justin 10 A.1 

Figueroa Michael 100 B.2, C.1, C.3, D.2, E.4, E.8, E.9, E.11, 
E.12, K.2 

Finley Timothy 348 A.1, C.3 

FitzGerald Karen 643 C.4 

FitzGerald Martha Blair 724 A.2,C.1 

Fitzgerald Robert 726 C.4 

Flaherty Tom 782 C.4, D.2, E.7, E.8, E.9, E.10, K.2, K.5 

Flaherty Maya 805 C.4, E.8, G.2 

Flammia Thomas 68 C.4, E.4 

Flammia Thomas 598 C.4 

Flank S. 584 C.3 

Flax Mindy 48 D.2, F.21 

Flugge Mark 334 A.1, C.3 

Foley Jonathan 400 A.1, C.3 

Foradori Laura 829 C.3 

Forhan Tom 43 A.1 

Forsbacka Matt 439 A.1, C.3 

Foster Mary 810 C.1,C.3 

Fouse David 418 A.1,C.3 
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Franks James 420 A.1, C.3 
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Friedman Patricia 676 C.3 
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Garcia Jose 160 A.1, C.3 
Gardiner Mary 533 A.2,C.3 
Gaylin Dr. Ned L. 1014 C.3 
Gehman Nancy 865 C.4 
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Gordon llana 751 C.3 
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Gray David 266 A.1, C.3 

Green Cynthia 60 C.1, C.2, C.3, E.9, K.2 
Green Cynthia 634 C.3, D.5, E.9, £.11 
Greenbaum Ann 306 A.1, C.3 

Gregersen Morten 217 A.1, C.3 

Gregory Kathleen 741 E.9, K.5 

Grinc Gregory 80 A.2, B.1, C.3, E.4, K.2 
Gross Margaret 777 C.3, E.9 

Gugerty Mike 261 A.1, C.3 

Guhin Georgia 1000 C.4, D.3, E.3, £.11, K.2, K.5 
Gupta Ashish 274 A.1,C.3 

Haines Sigrid 272 A.1, C.3 

Hakim Daniel 1024 G.2, E.7, E.14 

Hal Dale 223 A.1, C.3 

Hall Marina 570 A.2 

Handwerker Daniel 322 A.1, C.3 

Handwerker Daniel 990 C.3, E.11 

Hantman Isaac 512 C.3, D.5, E.9, E.10 
Harris Michael 282 A.1, C.3 

Harrison Ken 633 C.3, £.5, E.11 
Harvey Catherine 307 A.1, C.3 

Haslinger John 891 C.4 

Hasselwander Andy 701 E.9, £.11 

Hayes Michelle 362 A.1, C.3 

Hefter Larry 466 C.3, K.5 
Heidenberger Betsy 178 A.2, E.2 

Heitz Ryan 225 A.1, C.3 

Heller Jim 302 A.1, C.3 

Helmen Benjamin 147 A.1, C.3 

Herlihy Dan 834 A.1, C.3 

Hernandez Zaida 887 C.3 

Hewitt Rudy 408 A.1, C.3 

Heyman Mat 866 C.3, E.8, £.9, £.12, £.11 
Hill Leslie 867 C.2, C.1, C.3, E.14 
Hillabrant Walter 360 A.1, C.3 

Himmelfarb Anne 759 C.3, D.2, E.10 
Hirschhorn Eric 568 B.1, C.3, K.2 
Hirschhorn and Joel and 480 C.3 

Rams Jaqueline 

Hisle-Gorman Elizabeth 363 A.1, C.3 
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Hoff Val 1031 C.3, E.11 

Hoffman Rainey 285 A.1, C.3 

Hogan Elisabeth 706 C.3 

Holemans Walter 909 C.3 

Holman Amy 804 C.4, K.5 

Holt Brett 320 A.1, C.3 

Hongtong Rachel 267 A.1, C.3 

Honsa Jeanette 653 C.1 

Horst Brian 171 A.1, C.3 

Hostler Lou 542 A.1, C.3 

Huang Teena 343 A.1, C.3 

Hudson Hannah 135 A.1, C.3 

Huff James 297 A.1, C.3 

Huguley Alan 387 A.1,C.3 

Hunt Jim 926 C.3 

Hutton Glen 31 D.2, E.8, E.11, G 

Hyder Eddie 539 A.1, C.3 

Ingram Dedun 823 C.3, D.2, D.5, E.2, £.9, E.10, E.11, E.12, 
G.1, K.5 

Inouye David 339 A.1, C.3 

Ireland Jeanne 121 A.1, F.1 

lribarren Carmen 675 C.3 

Irwin Anna 462 C.1, C.2,C.3 

Jackson Paul 180 A.1, C.3 

Jacobson Ted 8 C.1 

Jais-Mick Maureen 842 C.3, E.14, K3, K.4 

James Betsy 149 A.1, C.3 

Janifer Darren 951 A.1, C.3 

Jaskot Sheila 599 C.4, J.1 

Jaskot Sheila 600 

Jenci Krysten 986 C.3 

Jewett Libby 333 A.1, C.3 

Jhangiani A.K. 767 E.11 

Jimenez Emmanuel 183 A.1, C.3 

Johnsen Mike 34 A.1, D.5 

Johnson Lucien 108 C.2 

Johnson Lizzie 384 A.1, C.3 

Johnson Gerald 557 Information Request 

Johnson Julia 749 A.2, K.2, K.5 

Johnston Rhona 650 C.3, E.9, £.11 
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Jolly Paul 332 A.1, C.3 
Jones Carol 978 C.4, F.1 
Kahn David 224 A.1, C.3 
Kampia Taylor 205 A.1, C.3 
Kapsalis Glenda 323 A.1, C.3 
Karbley Russel 258 A.1, C.3 
Karger Judith 988 C.3 
Karson James 794 B.1, C.3 
Katz Steve 304 A.1, C.3 
Kaufmann Lara 312 A.1, C.3 
Kaupe Arthur 176 A.1, C.3 
Kelly lan 7 E.11, K.2 
Kelly Andrea 685 E.14,K.5 
Kelly lan 906 C.2,C.3 
Kelly Sally 969 C.2, E.2 
Kelso Nathaniel 331 A.1, C.3 
Kenary Joseph 903 C.3, K.5 
Keppler John and 629 C.3, D.5, E.3 
Dianne 
Kesler May 575 A.2,J.1 
Keys Shirley and 641 C.3, E.2 
Marshall 
Khalsa Gurujeet 42 B.1, C.3, D.2, D.3, D.5, E.2, E.3, E.4, E.9, 
E.10, E.11 
Khanna Anuj 472 C.3 
Kim Brian 931 C.3 
King Thomas 117 A.1, F.1 
King Gordon 933 C.3 
Kingery Elizabeth 153 A.1, C.3 
King-Leatham Dwight 959 A.1, C.3 
Kirsch David 601 A.1 
Kirsh Melissa 478 C.3 
Klein Elisa 662 C.3 
Klevan Carla and 36 E.9, E.10 
Morton 
Kluge Lorene 252 A.1, C.3 
Kohlenberger Jim 308 A.1, C.3 
Kokopeli Peter 159 A.1, C.3 
Kolakowski John L. 465 C.3 
Kostant Amy 802 C.2, C.1, C.3, D.5, E.5, E.9 
Kotschoubey Nicolas 269 A.1, C.3 
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Koziol Dee 256 A.1, C.3 
Koziol Deloris 920 C.3 
Krainsky Ella 758 C.3 
Kriesberg Caleb 517 C.1, C.3, E.11 
Kristiansen Cathy 606 C.4 
Kristiansen Cathy 854 C.4 

Kroll Aileen 445 A.1, C.3 
Kubetin Randy 347 A.1, C.3 
Kules Bill 254 A.1, C.3 
Kulkarni Sean G. 791 C.3, E.9 
Kupers Larry 192 A.1, F.1 
Kurland Julie 238 A.1, C.3 
Kuszak Adam 59 C.2, C.3, E.3 
La Noue Jeff 250 A.1, C.3 
Labaree Benjamin 292 A.1, C.3 

Lai Cary 935 A.1, C.3 
Lamphere JoAnn 832 C.3, K.5 
Landay Alan 908 C.3 

Lane Robert 744 C.3 

Lane Tobey 800 C.3 
Langford Debra 703 C.3, E.5 
Langosch Paul 775 A.2, E.3, K.2 
Langston Rob 301 A.1, C.3 
Lanning Sarah 170 A.1, C.3 
Larson Douglas 243 A.1, C.3 
Larson Lenore 566 E.11 

Latty Richard 482 C.3, E.2 
Laughlin Sherburne 496 C.3, £.11 
LaVallee Claude 916 C.3, D.3 
Lawrence Pfleeger | Shari 484 C.3, D.5, E.9 
Lawson Ryan 368 A.1, C.3 
Lawson Chris 881 A.2, E.4 
LeaMond Beth 947 A.1, C.3 
Lederman Laura 24 A.2, C.1, C.2, C.3, D.2, E.8 
Lederman Robert 626 C.4, J.2, K.5 
Lee John 204 A.1, C.3 

Lee Edward 318 C.3 

lee edward 329 A.1, C.3 
Leger Ann 771 C.4 

Leggett Daniel 637 C.3,E.5 
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Lehman Jane 750 A.1, C.3 
Leibowitz Pat 528 E.4, J.2 
Leisher Edward 915 C.3 
Lemieux Laurie 548 A.1, C.3 
Lerner Marcie 474 C.3, E.3 
Leus Joey 799 

Leventhal Carol 878 C.4 
Lever Rob 356 A.1, C.3 
Levin Marci 461 C.3, £.11 
Lewis Greg 377 A.2, C.1, C.3, E.4, K.2, K3, K.4 
Lewis Greg 617 C.1, C.3, E.11 
Lichten Michael 330 A.1, C.3 
Lichtenstein Lynn 918 A.2, D.2, E.2, £.9, £.11 
Liebstein Lili 361 A.1, C.3 
Lin George 164 A.1, C.3 
Linden Frank 276 A.1, C.3 
Lindsay Bruce 353 A.1, C.3 
Link Gerald 924 C.3 
Lippel Philip 186 A.1, C.3 
Littles Stephanie 422 A.1, C.3 
Littleton Preston 142 A.1, C.3 
Littleton Pauline 766 A.1, C.3 
Lizotte Katherine 150 Ail,C.3 
Lloyd Alan 392 A.1, C.3 
Lodge Jeff 544 A.1, C.3 
Long Jay 467 A.2 

Long Chris 927 C.3, D.3 
Loonsk John 930 C.3, D.3 
Lorr Richard 602 C.4 

Loss Jennifer 970 A.1, C.3 
Love Jenny 619 C.4 
Lukas Terri 873 C.2, E.9 
Lupo Katie 437 A.1, C.3 
Luttrell Jason 99 C.1, D.1, E.3, E.7, J.2 
Lynch Sharon 812 C.1, C.4 
Lysy Frank 130 E.5, C.3 
MacEachern Diane 214 A.1, C.3 
Macedo Augusto 211 A.1, C.3 
Machiela Mitch 324 A.1, C.3 
Madison Chris 421 A.1, C.3 
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Maglaty Jeanne 281 A.1, C.3 

Magnetti Collin 841 A.1, C.3 

Mahajan Saurabh 133 B.2 

Mahajan Saurabh 1018 A.2 

Malatesta Lee 296 A.1, C.3 

Mancuso Joan 21 C.2,C.3 

Mangum Margaret 944 A.1, C.3 

Manion S.P. 636 C.2, C.1, C.3, E.4, G.1, J.2, K.2 
Mansouri Babak 264 A.1, C.3 

Marcus Patty 755 A.2 

Marcus Maeva 893 C.3 

Marcus John 913 C.1 

Marier Véronique 429 A.1, C.3 

Marsh Kim 28 A.2, C.3, E.2, G.1, G.2, J.2 
Marsh Michael R. 70 C.1, C.2, C.3, E.2, £.9, £.10, E.11, J.2 
Marshak Judith 6 A.2, E.11, E.3, J.3, J.4, K.3 
Martin Joel 144 A.1, C.3 

Martinez Pedro 294 A.1, C.3 

Martinez Kristine 679 C.3 

Mathers Peter 349 A.1, C.3 

Mathews Linda 857 C.3 

Mathura Karen 96 C.2,C.3, E.11 

Matthews Valerie 232 A.1, C.3 

Matthews Nancy 863 C.3, D.2, £.10, £.11 
Matthiesen Lance 311 A.1, C.3 

Maya Penina 635 C.3, E.11 

Mays Darren 18 A.2, C.3, D.2, D.5, E.2, E.4, J.3, J.4 
Mazie Sara 63 C.3, E.11 

Mazur Mark 177 A.1, C.3 

McAvoy Meghan 889 A.1, C.3 

McBride Sean 137 A.1, C.3 

McCann Bryan 589 C.3 

McCann Thane 605 C.2, E.4 

McCann Thane 868 C.3, E.3 

McCauley Susan 119 A.1, F.1 

McCauley Moira 231 A.1, C.3 

McChesney Kathleen 785 A.1, C.3 

McDaniel Mary 1016 C.3 

McDermott Thelma 658 B.1, C.3, D.5, E.2, E.9, G.2 
McGaughy Robert 607 C.4 
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McGleenan Diarmaid 401 A.1, C.3 
McGleenan Owen 808 C.3 
McGleenan Diarmaid 902 C.3, C.2, C.1 
McGleenan Erin 939 C.3 
McHenry Nancy 229 A.1, C.3 
McIntyre Eleanor 33 A.2, C.1, E.2, E.9, K.2, K3, K.4 
McKinnon Elizabeth 949 A.1, C.3 
McLeod Kevin 325 A.1, C.3 
McMahon S. 1011 C.3 
McManus Rich 581 A.2, B.1, C.3 
McNamee- Christina 300 A.1, C.3 
Mahaffey 

McNeely James 383 A.1, C.3 
Medley Andrew 965 A.1, C.3 
Meehan Marsha 985 C.3 

Meer Richelle 298 A.1, C.3 
Mencarini Katie 195 A.1, C.3 
Merritt Nick 139 C.3 

Metzger Brian 973 A.1, C.3 
Michel Pierre 61 E.9 

Michel Frank 966 A.1, C.3 
Midlen John 728 C.3,E.5 
Miles Joanna 936 A.1, C.3 
Miller Kristi Al C.3 

Miller Wayne 145 A.1, C.3 
Minor C. 518 B.1 
Mintz-Urquhart R. Shoshana 672 C.3 

Mira Shanks 948 A.1, C.3 
Miron Edward 859 A.1, C.3 
Misra Asheesh 597 F.4 

Molina Ezequiel 498 C.3 
Monange Arielle 1030 C.3 
Moreland Ryan 546 A.1, C.3 
Morsberger Grace 774 C.3 

Moss Suzie 196 A.1, C.3 
Mumford Elizabeth 458 C.1, C.3, E.8, E.11 
Murphy Christopher 280 A.1, C.3 
Murrell Jeffrey 290 A.1, C.3 
Nalewajk and Joyce and 837 C.1, C.2, E.2, K3, K.4 
Feigenbaum Steve 

Nash Mike 511 K.5 
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Navratil John 698 C.3 

Neighbors George 187 A.1, C.3 

Nelson Robert 248 A.1, C.3 

Neuman Bob 884 A.2, C.1 

New Sarah 73 C.3, D.3, D.5 

Newell Juanita 596 A.2,E.2,E.9 

Nichols Jackie 161 A.1, C.3 

Nicole Preston 385 A.1, C.3 

Nielsen Heidi 436 A.1, C.3 

Nilsson Hanna 351 A.1, C.3 

Nolan John 316 A.1, C.3 

Nothwehr Steve 940 A.1, C.3 

Nowakowski Jacek 964 A.1, C.3 

Okrent Deanna 270 A.1, C.3 

O'Laughlin Daniel 919 C.3 

O'Neal Brandis 971 A.1, C.3 

Oneil Tim 293 A.1, C.3 

O'Neill Tim 547 A.1, C.3 

Onufer Virginia 756 B.1, C.3, K.2, K3, K.4 

O'Toole Matt 860 A.1, C.3 

Owen Dan 423 A.1, C.3 

Paden Roger 54 C.3, F.4 

Padgett Miles 374 A.1, C.3 

Palladino Grace 200 B.1, C.1, C.3, E.4, £.11, £.14, K.5 

Palladino Grace 550 A.2, K.2 

Panagos Renee 835 C.1, C.2, C.3 

Panner Aaron M. 495 C.3, E.7, E.9 

Papageorge Alex 624 C.2 

Parker Alan 691 B.1, C.3, E.4 

Parker Cynthia 980 E.9, D.5, E.14, E.10, G.2, 

Pascalev Assya 23 B.1, B.2, C.3, E.11 

Pascalev Mario 52 B.2,C.1, E.4, £.9, £.11 

Paster Doreen Cantor 982 C.4, E.2, £.3, £.9, £.10, £.11, E.12, £.14, 
J.1 

Patrick Ed 197 A.1, C.3 

Patterson Mary-Margaret 578 C.3, E.4, E.8, E.11, K3, K.4 

Paul Noreen 686 C.1, C.3, E.4 

Pavelle Ken 457 C.3, D.5, £.9, £.11 

Payne Elspeth 219 A.1, C.3 

Peck Daniel 395 A.1, C.3 
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Peek Hope 941 C.3 

Pelaez Juan 760 C.3 

Penczner Nancy 740 C.3 

Perenyi Peter 886 C.4 

Pérez Baez Gabriela 830 C.2, C.1, E.4, £.11 
Petersen Rafe 732 E.9, E.10; E.14; | 
Petrash Jack 594 C.3 

Petrides Bette 869 C.1, C.2, C.3, J.2 
Picard Matthew 532 A.2, C.3, K3, K.4 
Pierson Lisa 369 A.1, C.3 
Piotrowski Jason 288 A.1, C.3 
Pisciotta Carol Ann 259 A.1, C.3 

Poland Drew 499 A.1 

Pollack Seth 375 A.1, C.3 
Pongrace Olwen 779 C.3 

Posner Robert 158 C.1, C.2, C.3, E.11 
Pottern Richard 787 C.2,C.1, C.3 
Potts Stephen 94 A.2, B.1, C.1, E.2 
Pratt Richard 737 C.1, A.1, C.2 
Presley Jennifer 895 C.4 

Price Cristina 342 A.1, C.3 

Prussin Calman 407 A.1, C.3 
Putterman Sharon 98 A.2, B.1, C.3 

Q Pascale 718 C.2, C.3 
Quintana Carlos 609 C.4 

Quiros Raul 389 Al; 6.3 

Ralph Eric 263 A.1, C.3 

Randall Julia 784 A.2 

Randolph Carolyn 371 A.1, C.3 

Raskin Lynn 503 C.2,C.3 

Ratner Blake 366 A.1, C.3 

Rattien Dr.Stephen 928 C.2, C.1, C.3 
Rauber John 469 B.1, C.3, E.9, £.11 
Raue Elaine 15 A.2 

Raue Elaine 559 K.2, B.1 

Reding Phil 921 C.3 

Reed Kevin 796 C.3 

Reene Richard 722 C.3 

Reider Roger 317 A.1, C.3 
Reinhold Eric 182 A.1, C.3 
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Reinstein Betsy 961 C.3 

Reis Richard 314 A.1, C.3 

Rhodes Stephen 743 C.1,C.3 

Rhyne Nancy 350 A.1, C.3 

Rice Adam 419 A.1, C.3 

Richman Charlie 380 A.1, C.3 

Riddell Jennifer 762 C.3 

Riley James 152 C.4, E.7, E.9 

Rind Richard 827 C.4 

Rittenhouse John 848 A.1, C.3 

Rivkin Mary S. 644 E.5, H 

Rivkin Mary S. 645 D.5, E.5,£.9, £.11 
Rivoal Denise A411 A.1, C.3 

Robbins Michael 106 A.1, F.1 

Roberts Brandon 390 A.1, C.3 

Roberts Carol 580 K.2, K.5 

Rome Abigail 216 A.1, C.3 

Roscello Walt 855 A.1, C.3 

Roscoe Pamela 510 Information Request 
Rosen H.S. 880 C.3 

Rosenberg Katie 647 C.2, D.2, £.11 
Ross Marianne 233 A.1, C.3 

Ross Amy 355 A.1, C.3 

Ross Amy 746 A.1 

Roth Renee 244 A.2, C.3, D.3, E.11 
Rothberg Daniel 430 A.1, C.3 

Rothstein Vanessa 237 B.1, C.3, D.5, £.9, E.11 
Roy C. 613 C.3, E.2 

Roy Jim 735 A.2,C.1, C.3, D.5, £.9, £.11, K.5 
Ruark Jenny 426 A.1, C.3 
rubenstein Erica 922 C.3 

Rubino Michael 265 A.1, C.3 

Ruff Patrick 20 A.1, D.2 

Rule Jeff 39 E.9 

Rule Jeff 40 C.4 

Rushovich Berenice 136 A.1, C.3 

Russ Jim 155 A.1, C.3 
Ryan-Silva Rob 358 A.1, C.3 

Ryder Phyllis 427 A.1, C.3 

S Alisa 477 C.3 
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Sachs Howard 911 C.3 

Saltzman David 57 C.3, K3, K.4 

Sanborn Maxwell 213 A.1, C.3 

Sander Ben 433 A.1, C.3 

Sanders Barbara 608 A.1 

Santorini Eva 754 C.2,C.1, C.3, E.11 

Saraf Fawaz 567 C.2, E.7 

Sargent Keith 381 A.1, C.3 

Sargent Keith 382 A.1, C.3 

Sartori Jason 246 A.1, C.3 

Sartori Michele 370 A.1, C.3 

scarff margaret 90 B.1, E.2, £.3, £.4 

Scheel Marti 378 A.1, C.3 

Scheiner Stanley 752 C.3, E.4 

Schirmer Neil 335 A.1, C.3 

Schmal Steve 552 A.1, C.3, J.3 

schmidt martha 844 A.1, C.3 

Schollard Cynthia 712 C.3, E.9, E.10 

Schulz Peter 128 A.1 

Schulz Nick 247 C.3 

Schuster Henry 541 A.1, C.3 

Schwartz Daniel 529 A.2, B.1, E.1, E.2, K.2, K.5 

Schwenger- Barbara 212 A.1, C.3 

Huffman 

Scott Angel 55 A.1 

Scott David 414 A.1, C.3 

Scott Nigel and 1034 C.4, E.3, E.9, E.10, E.14, K.5 
Mona 

Seeley Timothy 659 C.3 

Seibel Nancy 255 A.1, C.3 

Seidman Joshua 337 AwA,C.3 

Seltman Paul 129 F.1 

Seng Victoria 443 A.1,C.3 

Shapiro Beth 531 A.1 

Shaw Alexander 313 A.1, C.3 

Sheehan Frank 519 C.1, C.2 

Shepard Fern 1004 C.3 

Sherburne-Benz Lynne 303 A.1, C.3 

Shingleton Brad 652 A.2, B.1, K3, K.4 

Shish Imix 874 C.4 

Shuker lain 1008 C.3, D.3 
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Siegel Julie 846 A.1, C.3 
Siegner A. Wes 556 C.1, C.3, E.4 
Sigrist Benjamin 193 A.1, C.3 
Silverman Elsa 113 A.2, J.2 
Silverman Alexei 929 C.3 
Silversmith Gary 376 A.1, C.3 
Simler Kenneth 818 A.1, C.3 
Simon Stuart 140 A.1, C.3 
Simon Jonathan 141 A.1, C.3 
Simson Bert 473 C.3 

Singh Shamsher 271 A.1, C.3 
Sirovatka Jono 958 A.1, C.3 
Skigen Zachary 537 A.1, C.3 
Slater Tina 707 A.1, F.1 
Slater James 748 A.2,C.3 
Slazer Frank 695 A.2, C.3, D.3 
Small Sue 871 C.3 

Smith Michael 118 A.1, F.1 
Smith Nathaniel 185 A.1, C.3 
Smith Lisa 424 A.1, C.3 
Smith Judy 475 C.3, E.7, E.9 
Smith Sarah 576 C.1, C.2, C.3, D.5, E.9, K3, K.4 
Smith Lane 898 C.4 

Smoak Frederic 346 A.1, C.3 
Snell Tracy 188 A.1, C.3 
Snipper Reuben 972 A.1, C.3 
Snouck-Hurgronje | Anne 222 A.1, C.3 
Snyder David 486 C.3 

Solana Ernesto 910 C.3 
Solomon Howard 275 A.1, C.3 
Somma Dan 412 A.1, C.3 
Soria Fabian E 620 C.4 

Sorkin Barbara 198 A.2, C.3, E.2 
Spallone Regina 917 A.1, C.3 
Spencer Elizabeth 27 A.2, E.9 
Spencer Elizabeth 1017 B.1, E.9 
Sperling Joyce 861 C.3, E.9,G.2, K.5 
Spiegel Bruce 801 C.3 
Spielberg Anne 727 C.1, C.4, D.2, D.5, E.2, E.4, E.7, E.9, 











E.11, £.12, F.1 
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Spira Howard 168 A.1, C.3 

Srnik Michael 738 A.2, B.1 

Srnik Kathy 739 A.2,C.3 

St. Thomas Jonathan 115 A.1 

Stagg Brian 53 A.1 

Stamas Vicky 102 A.1 

Stanek Jason 618 C.2 

Stanish Julie 742 C.3, D.2, £.11 
Starr Allan 386 A.1, C.3 

Stern Joann 705 C.3 

Stern Gary 839 A.1, C.3 

Stewart Ken 543 A.1, C.3 

Stines Sonia 950 A.1, C.3 

Stinson David 725 C.4 

Stob Barbara 850 C.4 

Stokes Carrie 852 A.1, C.3 

Strang William 169 A.1, C.3 
Stromberg Edwin 179 A.1, C.3 

Strulson Sam 763 C.3 

Stutzman Benjamin 279 A.1, C.3 
Subramanian Prem 825 C.4, E.8, E.11, £.12 
Suchoski Richard 138 A.1, C.3 

Suite II William 879 A.1, C.3 

Sullivan Andy 953 A.1, C.3 

Sup Lee Soong 483 C.3 

Susan Alexander 268 A.1, C.3 

Sushka Nik 393 A.1, C.3 

Sutter Allan 30 D.5 

Szczygiel John 456 C.3, D.5, E.9 
Tatum Donald 76 A.1 

Tender Neil 638 B.1, B.2, C.2, C.1, C.3, E.11, K.5 
Tennyson E.L. 104 A.1, B.1, C.1, E.8 
Teslik Randy 491 A.2, C.3, E.9, E.11 
Thomas Jan 513 C.1 

Thompson Amy 107 C.1, C.2 
Threefoot Tracy 167 A.1, C.3 
Thumprasert Sutonta 651 D.3, E.7, E.9, £.10 
Tilghman Dina 485 F.4 

Titus Donald 553 C.2, C.3 
Tolentino Kristoffer 295 A.1, C.3 
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Comment 
Last Name First Name Number ae) e) (es 




























































































Tom Jonathan 174 A.1, C.3 

Toolanen Doris 563 C.1, C.3, E.8, £.11 
Toombes Gil 890 A.1, C.3 

Trembley Andrew 218 A.1, C.3 
Trimingham Loch 996 C.3 

Tsubata Sarah 592 Information Request 
Tunon Jessica 974 A.1, C.3 

Turkat Debra 615 B.1, B.2, C.3, C.3 
Turow Steve 459 C.3, E.9 

UhIman Michael 109 C.1, C.3 

Unger Darian 989 C.4, D.3, E.3, E.11, £.14 
Ussery Michael 120 A.1, F.1 

Van Gelder Beth 770 C.3 

Van Pelt Steve 968 A.1, C.3 
VanDeWeghe Meg 38 D.2, £.9, £.10, E.11 
VanDeWeghe Meg 574 A.2, B.1, E.4, K.2 
Vega Clara 540 A.1, C.3 

Velez Frank 545 A.1, C.3 

Versteeg Steven 828 C.3 

Vincent Andrew 621 C.4 

Viner Lou 151 A.1, C.3 

Vivian Ehrlich 56 A.2, C.4, E.9 
Vollmer Deborah 470 C.1, C.2, C.3, D.5, E.4, E.11, K3, K.4 
Vongkovit Veeraporn 173 A.1, C.3 

Vongkovit Piyapong 220 A.1, C.3 

Vorce Anne 979 C.4, E.12 
Wagner-Smith Wendy 870 E.11 

Walden Harvey 664 C.4 

Wall Joanne 64 C.3, D.2, D.5, E.4, E.9, £.10, E.11, 
Wang Margaret 85 A.1 

Wannen John 435 A.1, C.3 

Wannen Mark 438 A.1, C.3 

Ward Mary 184 A.1, C.3 

Watson John 166 A.1, C.3 

Watson Andy 257 A.1, C.3 

Watson John 994 C.3, C.4, D.2 
Wawrzusin Mario 241 A.1, C.3 

Weakley Jason 336 A.1, C.3 

Webb Mary 202 A.1, C.3 

Webb Jason 208 A.1, C.3 
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Weber Nancy 814 B.2, C.1, C.4, D.2, E.7, £.14, G.3, K.2 
Wegner Adam 398 A.1, C.3 

Weidow Paul 623 C.3, B.1, E.5, £.9, K.5 
Welch Laura 875 A.1, C.3 

Wenner Adam 448 C.3 

Werner James 92 A.1, D.3 

Whetzel Jim 788 E.9, E.10 

White Julia 79 D.2, F.3, J.2 
Whitehead Charles 579 C.2, C.3 

Whitling Thomas 405 A.1, C.3 

Wild Ann 883 B.1, C.1, C.3, D.5, E.3, E.9 
Wilets Scott 289 A.1, C.3 

willcher mark 793 C.3 

Williams Jon 131 C.3, £.9,£.11 
Williams Carolyn 134 A.1, C.3 

Williams Chester 525 A.1 

Williams Scott 720 C.2, C.1, C.3 
Williamson Taylor 549 C.3 

Willig Sharon 81 C.2,C.3 

Willig Sharon 209 C.3 

Wilson Paris 404 A.1, C.3 

Wilson Scott 946 A.1, C.3 
Windhoffer Laszlo 442 A.1, C.3 

Winslow Walter T 899 C.3 

Wise Dana 406 A.1, C.3 

Withers Jerry 110 F.1 

Witkop Carrie 481 C.3, £.2,£.4, £.11, £.12 
Wittrock Allison 432 A.1, C.3 

Wolven Brian 876 A.1, C.3 

Wong Dee 359 A.1, C.3 

Wood Kent 611 C.3, D.5, E.9 
Woodard Ken 49 C.3, K.2 
Woodard Terri 50 C.3, C.4 
Worthington Aileen 665 C.3,E.5 

Wright Christy 943 A.1, C.3 

Wyrick Phelan 5 A.1 

Wyrick Sasha 91 A.1 

Yeh Jordi 78 C.2 

Zajac Alex 967 C.3, D.3, E.9, D.5 
Zbar Fred 522 A.2, C.3, E.2 
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Zbar Fred 558 A.2, C.3, E.2, K.2, K3, K.4 
Zentek Kathy 278 A.1, C.3 
Zhang Jing 242 A.1, C.3 
Zielinski Mike 321 C.3, E.11 
Zimmer Kristin 373 A.1, C.3 
Zwiebel James 156 A.1, C.3 
(no last name Melissa 663 C.3 
given) 

(no last name Sara 768 C.3 
given) 

(no last name Libby 769 C.3 
given) 

(no last name Melanie 786 C.3 
given) 

(no last name Donnie 984 C.3 
given) 

(no last name Miriam 1029 C.3 
given) 

(no last name @lorosoria 1038 C.4 


given) 
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Appendix A—Clarification of the Results of the 
Purple Line Noise Analysis 


The following text clarifies and expands upon text from the FEIS Noise Technical Report. Commenters asked 
for a clarification of the noise analysis and an explanation of what the total noise exposures would be. This 
document does not provide any new analysis, but presents information from data in the FEIS Noise Technical 
Report. 


Introduction 

In response to public comments on the noise impacts presented in the Final Environmental Impact Statement 

(FEIS), this Supplemental Memo to Purple Line FEIS Noise Technical Report was prepared. This memo 

clarifies the analysis and conclusions presented in the Technical Report; however, no new analysis is presented 

in this memo. This memo explains the total future sound level that are anticipated from adding the predicted 

project-related sound levels to existing sound levels at the representative locations studied. This memo includes: 

e The difference between the total future sound level (existing noise plus predicted noise with the Preferred 
Alternative) and the existing sound level at each analyzed site. 

e Information that shows the typical community responses to similar increases in noise. 

e Future predicted noise analysis response to help the public understand how they may perceive or be affected 
by the predicted increase. 


Summary of Future Total Sound Level in Comparison with FTA Impact 
Thresholds 


Table 1 summarizes the predicted sound levels from operations with the Preferred Alternative for each 
of the representative receptor locations where ambient noise levels were measured as presented in the 
FEIS Noise Technical Report. The analysis concluded that none of the studied representative sensitive 
receptors would experience project-related sound levels that would exceed the FTA Severe Impact 
threshold. It also concluded that moderate impacts due to Purple Line operations are projected to occur 
at 11 residential properties comprising seven single-family residences represented by Receptors M-26, 
M-27A, and M-52, and four apartment buildings (containing a total of approximately 140 units) 
represented by sites M-23A, M-27A, M-28, and M-44. Five sites (M-23A, M-26, M-27A, M-28, and 
M-44) are representative of residential properties that are within 200 feet of a station (the locations of 
the receptors are shown in FEIS Figure 4-27). Moderate impacts under FTA criteria are not required to 
have mitigation. The sixth site, M-52, on Ellin Road is located within 200 feet of a grade crossing. The 
higher noise exposure projected at all of these sites is due to horn soundings, which are assumed as the 
light rail vehicle approaches stations and grade crossings. Noise exposure levels at all other receptor 
sites indentified for the Purple Line are projected to remain below FTA Moderate Impact threshold. 


In addition, the future total noise exposure was determined at each of the representative receptor sites 
by adding noise levels due to transit operations with those measured under existing conditions. The 
total future predicted noise levels are presented in Table 1. The predicted increase in sound level over 
existing conditions is compared to the human annoyance criteria described below, showing an 
individual's probable perception of changes in noise levels. 


Individual Perception and Community Response 

The average ability of an individual to perceive changes in noise levels is well documented in the 1973 
FHWA criteria (see Table 2). Generally, increases in noise levels less than 3 dBA are barely 
perceptible to most listeners, whereas 10 dBA increases are normally perceived as doubling noise 
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levels. Furthermore, it is also possible to characterize the effects of noise on people by studying the 
aggregate response of people in communities. The rating method used for this purpose is based on a 
statistical analysis of the fluctuations in noise levels in a community, and it integrates the fluctuating 
sound energy over a known period of time, most typically over one hour or 24 hours. Various 
government and research institutions have proposed criteria that attempt to relate changes in noise 
levels to community response. One commonly applied criterion for estimating community response to 
changes in noise levels, developed by the International Standards Organization (ISO), incorporates the 
response scale shown in Table 3. This scale relates changes in noise level to the degree of community 
response and is used to estimate of the probable response of a community to a projected change in 
noise level. 


According to the criteria in Table 2, noise level increases of 3 dBA are considered barely perceptible, 
and the community response of noise level increases of less than 5 dBA shown in Table 3 will likely 
result in little or no observed human reaction. 


As shown in Table 1 a maximum noise level increase of 3 dBA occurs at five locations: a park (P-10), 
an institutional receptor (M-17), a church (M-40), and two residential properties (M-27A and M-28). 
The two residential locations would be moderately impacted, per the FTA guidance. At all other sites 
where FTA moderate impacts are predicted to occur, total future noise level increases are projected to 
range from 0 to 2 dBA. Accordingly, as indicated in Tables 2 and 3, noise level increases in this range 
are considered below the threshold level of human perceptibility and will likely result in little or no 
observed community reaction to Purple Line operations. 
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Human 
Perceptibility 
Distance to Total Future } Noise Level Flare! 
Tracks Maximum oje Noise ifatet ceretsy=) Potential 
Warning Centerline Speed Existing ated Exposure | over Existing } Community 
a pe | Crossovers Device ((e=39) (aa) oda)) INTelisem (8] 5720) e (dBA pa (SYA) (el SYAY) PN alan’ ce une) 
P-1 Elm Street Park Park 3 Green Yes No 240 37/45 66 Leq 37 67 73 No 66 0 None 
P-2A | Columbia Country Club (West) Park 3 Green No No 42 45 60 Leq 49 63 69 No 60 0 None 
P-2B | Columbia Country Club (East) Park 3 Green No No 30 45 60 Leq 51 63 69 No 61 1 None 
P-3 Rock Creek Park Park 3 Green Yes No 233 45 52 Leq 38 60 66 No 52 0 None 
P-4 Sligo Creek Park Park 3 Embedded No No 52 10 69 Leq 42 69 75 No 69 0 None 
P-5 Long Branch Trail Park Park 3 Embedded No No 64 30 68 Leq 50 68 74 No 68 0 None 
P-6 New Hampshire Park Park 3 Ballast No Yes 127 15 65 Leq 56 66 72 No 66 1 None 
P-7 Northwest Branch Stream Park Park 3 Ballast No No 105 35 65 Leq 45 66 72 No 65 0 None 
P-8 Paint Branch Stream Park Park 3 Embedded No No 58 21/17 74 Leq 47 71 78 No 74 0 None 
P-9 Calvert Park Park 3 Ballast Yes No 260 37 67 Leq 40 68 73 No 67 0 None 
P-10 | Anacostia River Stream Park Park 3 Ballast No Yes 57 57 61 Leq 61 64 70 No 64 3 Minor 
P-11 | Glenridge Community Park Park 3 Ballast No No 285 45 64 Leq 41 66 71 No 64 0 None 
P-12 | West Lanham Hills Park Park 3 Ballast No No 238 40/32 60 Leq 40 63 69 No 60 0 None 
UMD-1 | Ludwig Field & Kehoe Track SCH 3 Embedded No No 100 10 57 Leq 38 62 68 No 57 0 None 
UMD-2 | Union Drive (Benjamin Bldg) SCH 3 Embedded No No 53 10 63 Leq 42 65 71 No 63 0 None 
UMD-3 | Campus Drive (Health Center) SCH 3 Embedded No Yes 43 10 68 Leq 63 68 74 No 69 1 None 
UMD-4 | Campus Drive (Hornbake Library) SCH 3 Embedded No No 50 10 65 Leq 42 66 72 No 65 0 None 
UMD-5 | Mitchell Building SCH 3 Embedded Yes No 25 15 60 Leq 53 63 69 No 61 1 None 
UMD-6 | Turner Hall Visitor Center SCH 3 Embedded No No 95 15 59 Leq 41 63 69 No 59 0 None 
UMD-7 | Rossborough Drive (Fraternity RES 2 Embedded No Yes 185 15 71 Ldn 61 66 71 No 71 0 None 
Housing) 
UMD-8 | Rossborough Drive (Leonardtown RES 2 Embedded No No 65 17/21 66 Ldn 50 62 68 No 66 0 None 
Housing) 
M-1 4509 Elm Street RES 2 Green Yes No 72 37/45 58 Ldn 49 59 65 No 59 1 None 
M-2 4505 Elm Street RES 2 Green Yes No 104 40/45 57 Ldn 47 62 68 No 57 0 None 
M-3 4502 Elm Street RES 2 Green No No 263 45 56 Ldn Al 66 73 No 56 0 None 
M-4 4407 Elm Street RES 2 Green No No 138 45 57 Ldn 45 71 78 No 57 0 None 
M-5 ‘| 4305 Elm Street RES 2 Green No No 115 45 55 Ldn 46 66 72 No 56 1 None 
M-6 The Family Academy SCH 3 Green No No 44 45 59 Leq 53 66 72 No 60 1 None 
M-7 4210 Oakridge Lane RES 2 Green No No 130 45 56 Ldn 46 66 76 No 56 0 None 
M-8 7602 Lynn Drive RES 2 Green No No 66 45 56 Ldn 50 66 76 No 57 1 None 
M-8A | Lynn Drive RES 2 Green No No 40 45 56 Ldn 53 64 70 No 58 2 None 
M-9 4302 Kentbury Drive RES 2 Green No No 62 45 57 Ldn 50 63 68 No 58 1 None 
M-9A | Edgevale Court RES 2 Green No No 40 45 57 Ldn 53 67 71 No 58 1 None 
M-10 | 8003 Kentbury Drive RES 2 Green No No 94 45 65 Ldn 48 67 73 No 65 1 None 
M-10A_ | Edgevale Street RES 2 Green No No 74 45 65 Ldn 49 66 71 No 65 0 None 
*CHC =church INS = institution RES = residence SCH = school 
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Human 

Perceptibility 

Distance to Total Future | Noise Level FeVale| 
Tracks Maximum oje Noise Natet ceretsy=) Potential 

Warning Centerline Speed Existing ate Exposure | over Existing } Community 

a pe | Crossovers Device (feet) (aay oda) Noise (dBA) e pa ((e|SYAN) (| SYAY) Annoyance 
M-11 | 3939 Newdale Drive RES 2 Green No No 117 45 64 Ldn 50 63 69 No 64 0 None 
M-11A_ | Newdale Drive RES 2 Direct No Yes 120 43/35 64 Ldn 59 65 70 No 65 1 None 

Fixation 
M-12 | Hamlet Place RES 2 Green No No 70 50 62 Ldn 51 65 70 No 62 0 None 
M-12A_ | Chevy Chase Lake Drive RES 2 Green No No 120 35/45 62 Ldn 57 61 67 No 63 0 None 
M-13 | 3326 Jones Bridge Court RES 2 Green No No 81 45 62 Ldn 49 66 71 No 62 0 None 
M-13A |West Coquelin Terrace RES 2 Green No No 63 45 62 Ldn 50 64 70 No 62 0 None 
M-14 | 3225 Coquelin Terrace RES 2 Green No No 113 45 66 Ldn 47 66 75 No 66 0 None 
M-152 | Apartments on Terrace Drive RES 2 Green No No 48 50 70 Ldn 58 69 75 No 70 0 None 
M-162 | Grubb Road (Rock Creek Pool) INS 3 Green No No 160 45 52 Leq 50 63 68 No 54 2 None 
M-172 | 2481 Lyttonsville Road INS 3 Ballast No No 85 20/15 62 Leq 61 66 75 No 65 3 None 
M-17A2 | 2481 Lyttonsville Road RES 2 Ballast No No 290 20/15 62 Ldn 56 59 65 No 63 1 None 
M-182 | 810 Albert Stewart Lane RES 2 Embedded No Yes 228 35 66 Ldn 57 62 68 No 67 uf None 
M-19 | 8906 Talbot Avenue RES 2 Ballast No No 81 37/45 74 Ldn 52 66 73 No 74 0 None 
M-19A | Rosemary Hills Elementary School SCH 3 Ballasted No No 69 45 74 Leq 50 71 78 No 74 0 None 
M-20 | Apartments on Rosemary Hills Drive RES 2 Ballasted No No 20 45 72 Ldn 62 66 72 No 72 0 None 
M-21 | 3rd Avenue RES 2 Direct No Yes 168 20 73 Ldn 60 66 72 No 73 0 None 
Fixation 
M-22 | North Falkland Lane RES 2 Ballasted No No 45 45 78 Ldn 57 66 76 No 78 0 None 
M-22A | Silver Spring Transit Center RES 2 Ballasted No Yes 100 45 78 Ldn 59 66 76 No 78 0 None 
M-23 | 949 Bonifant Street INS 3 Embedded No No 50 10 62 Leq 42 64 70 No 62 0 None 
M-23A | Apartment Bldg. on Wayne Avenue RES 2 Embedded No Yes 140 10 67 Ldn 64 63 68 Yes 69 2 None 
M-23B_ | First Baptist Church CHC 3 Embedded No Yes 130 10 66 Leq 58 67 71 No 67 1 None 
M-24 | Saint Michael Church CHC 3 Embedded No No 70 20 66 Leq 47 67 73 No 66 0 None 
M-25 | Springdale Road. and Wayne Avenue RES 2 Embedded No No 45 10 71Ldn 43 66 ral No 71 0 None 
M-26 | Bonifant Street and Wayne Avenue RES 2 Embedded No Yes 93 10 68 Ldn 65 63 69 Yes 70 2 None 
M-27 | Wayne Avenue RES 2 Embedded No No 62 10 70 Ldn 44 65 70 No 70 0 None 
M-27A_ | Manchester Place RES 2 Embedded Yes Yes 42 10 70 Ldn 69 65 70 Yes 73 3 None 
M-28 | Arliss Street RES 2 Embedded No Yes 60 20/10 65 Ldn 65 61 67 Yes 68 3 None 
M-29 | Piney Branch Road RES 2 Embedded No No 63 30 71Ldn 64 66 71 No 72 1 None 
M-30 | University Boulevard RES 2 Ballasted No Yes 95 15 69 Ldn 63 64 70 No 70 1 None 
M-31 | Bayfield Street and University RES 2 Ballasted Yes No 88 35 76 Ldn 50 66 75 No 76 0 None 
Boulevard 
M-32 | Takoma Park Spanish Church CHC Ballasted No No 230 35 69 Leq 40 69 75 No 69 0 None 
M-33 | 1020 University Boulevard RES Ballasted No No 97 35 67 Ldn 49 63 68 No 67 0 None 
M-34 | 14th Avenue and University RES Ballasted Yes No 95 35 76 Ldn 50 66 75 No 76 0 None 
Boulevard 
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Table 1. Noise Analysis Summary (continued) 















































































































































Human 
Perceptibility 
IDYI\r-laler=m ce) Total Future | Noise Level FeVale| 
Tracks Maximum male) |= Noise Natet ceretsy=) Potential 
Warning Centerline Speed Existing elated Exposure | over Existing } Community 
a pe | Crossovers Device ((i=t=39) (aa) e)a)) INTo} ism (8] 57-0) oise (ABA A Impa (| SYAY) (SYA) Annoyance 
M-35 | University Boulevard RES 2 Ballasted No No 104 35 72 Ldn 49 66 72 No 72 0 None 
M-36 | West Park Drive RES 2 Ballasted No No 105 35 70 Ldn 49 65 70 No 70 0 None 
M-37 | 3400 Tulane Drive RES 2 Ballasted No No 113 20/30 72 Ldn 45 66 72 No 72 0 None 
M-37A | Apartment Building on Adelphi Road RES 2 Ballasted Yes Yes 375 20 62 Ldn 56 59 65 No 63 1 None 
M-37B_ | University Baptist Church CHC 3 Ballasted Yes Yes 200 20 60 Leq 53 63 69 No 61 1 None 
M-38 | Columbia Avenue RES 2 Embedded No No 408 21/17 67 Ldn 38 63 68 No 67 0 None 
M-39 | Erskine Road RES 2 Ballasted Yes No 260 37 78 Ldn 44 66 76 No 78 0 None 
M-40 ‘| First Korean Presbyterian Church CHC 3 Ballasted No Yes 57 10 61 Leq 61 64 70 No 64 3 None 
M-41 | Kenilworth Avenue RES 2 Ballasted Yes No 110 30 72 Ldn 48 66 72 No 72 0 None 
M-42 | 5800 58th Avenue RES 2 Ballasted No Yes 162 21/33 76 Ldn 60 66 75 No 76 0 None 
M-43 | 9100 63th Avenue RES 2 Ballasted No Yes 100 35 75 Ldn 63 66 74 No 75 0 None 
M-44 | Patterson Street and Riverdale Road RES 2 Ballasted No Yes 61 10/21 70 Ldn 65 65 70 Yes 71 0 None 
M-44A | Patterson Street RES 2 Ballasted No No 85 25 70 Ldn 47 65 70 No 70 0 None 
M-45 ‘| Patterson Drive RES 2 Ballasted No No 218 35/45 58 Ldn 45 57 63 No 58 0 None 
M-46 | Rosalie Lane RES 2 Ballasted No No 253 45 68 Ldn 45 63 69 No 68 0 None 
M-47 | 6532 Rosalie Lane RES 2 Ballasted Yes No 285 45 68 Ldn 49 63 69 No 68 0 None 
M-48 | Jefferson Street RES 2 Ballasted No Yes 220 35/40 64 Ldn 58 61 66 No 65 1 None 
M-49 | Glenridge Elementary School SCH 3 Ballasted Yes Yes 380 37/45 57 Leq 53 62 68 No 58 a None 
M-50 ‘| Chesapeake Landing Apartments RES 2 Ballasted No No 61 27/10 57 Ldn 48 57 63 No 58 1 None 
M-51 ‘| Decatur Road INS 3 Ballasted No No 173 25 62 Leq 43 64 70 No 62 0 None 
M-52 ‘| Hanson Oak Drive RES 2 Ballasted No Yes 70 25 67 Ldn 63 63 68 Yes 68 1 None 
M-53 | 4913 78th Avenue RES 2 Ballasted No Yes 228 25 63 Ldn 58 60 66 No 64 1 None 
*CHC =church INS = institution RES = residence SCH = school 
Table 2. Average Ability to Perceive Changes in Noise Levels Table 3: Community Response to Increases in Noise Levels 
Noise Level Noise Level 
Change @arelalel= Human Response 
(dBA) Human Perception of Sound Glsyy) Category Description 
3 Barely perceptible 0 None No observed reaction 
5 Readily noticeable 5 Little Sporadic complaints 
10 A doubling or halving of the loudness of sound 10 Medium Widespread complaints 
20 A dramatic change 15 Strong Threats of community 
40 Difference between a faintly audible sound and a action 
very loud sound 20 Very strong Vigorous community 
Source: Bolt Beranek and Neuman, Inc., Fundamentals and Abatement of action 











Highway Traffic Noise, Report No. PB-222-70. Prepared for Federal Highway 


a : Source: International Standards Organization, Noise Assessment with 
Administration, June 1973. 


Respect to Community Responses, |SO/TC 43 (New York: United 
Nations, November 1969). 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #661 DETAIL 





First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


William J. 
Crane 
USAG Fort Detrick 


jennifer.s.adkins.civ@mail.mil 


Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 


Dear Mr. Kay, 

On behalf of Mr. William J. Crane, Garrison Manager, please accept the 
attached letter as comments to the Purple Line Final Environmental 
Impact Statement. 


Thank you. 





Jennifer S. Adkins 

Forest Glen Environmental Coordinator 

USAG Fort Detrick Environmental Management Office 
301-295-7005 (Forest Glen) 

301-339-3552 (Mobile) 


Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 


USAG Forest Glen Purple Line Comments to FEIS 21 Oct 2013.pdf (45 
kb) 
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First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Victor 
Weissberg 
Prince George's County Department of Public Works & Transportation 


VWeissberg@co.pg.md.us 
Please find FEIS comments from Prince George's County 


Vic Weissberg 

Special Assistant to the Director 

Department of Public Works & Transportation 
9400 Peppercorn Place, Suite 300 

Largo, MD 20774 

Phone: 301.883.5600 

Fax: 301.883.5709 


This E-mail and any of its attachments may contain Prince George’s 
County Government or Prince George's County 7th Judicial Circuit 
Court proprietary information or Protected Health Information, 
which is privileged and confidential. This E-mail is intended 

solely for the use of the individual or entity to which it is 

addressed. If you are not the intended recipient of this E-mail, 

you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, 
copying, or action taken in relation to the contents of and 
attachments to this E-mail is strictly prohibited by federal law 

and may expose you to civil and/or criminal penalties. If you have 
received this E-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately 
and permanently delete the original and any copy of this E-mail and 
any printout. 


purple line feis coments and cover letter.pdf (331 kb) 





DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
US ARMY GARRISON FORT DETRICK 
810 SCHREIDER STREET 
FORT DETRICK, MD 21702-5000 


REPLY TO 
ATTENTION OF: 





October 21, 2013 


SUBJECT: USAG comments to Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement 


Mr. Henry Kay 

Motor Transit Administration 
4000 South Charles Street 
Tower 2, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Dear Mr. Henry Kay: 


The US Army Garrison Forest Glen is located at 9000 Brookville Road in Silver 
Spring, MD with satellite facilities in the Bethesda area. The installation is within 50 
feet of the proposed Purple Line corridor and within 1/2 mile of the proposed 
Lyttonsville Station. We look forward to partnering with local, state, and federal 
organizations, and synchronizing long term master plans. 


Please accept the following comments to the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement. We would like you to consider mitigating the following during construction: 
vibration and blasting that could affect medical instrumentation (for example, electron 
microscopes and other sensitive equipment); air quality, noise and dust particles that 
could cause employee respiratory concerns; electrical disruption due to possible 
intermittent service; radio waves with the potential to interfere with sensitive 
equipment; traffic congestion from construction vehicles and detours interfering with 
installation access; and water and sewer utility disruptions. These comments address 
our concerns with crosswatks, traffic lights, sidewalks, ADA compliance, and safety. 
This will allow increased employee participation in public transportation and improved 
pedestrian access to the Purple Line stop across from the installation. 


I'd like to reiterate that improving public transportaiton access is important to the 
2,000+ servicemembers and civilians who will work on Forest Glen in the year 2020 
and beyond. Thank you for your consideration of these impacts to the Forest Glen 
Installation. | look forward to working with you. 


Sincerely, 
William J. a 


Garrison Manager, 
U.S. Army Garrison Forest Glen 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #765 DETAIL 





First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Francoise 
Carrier 
Montgomery County Planning Board 


alexanderia.murph@montgomeryplanning.org 


Please find the Montgomery County Planning Board Comments to the 
FEIS attached. 


Thank you. 


Alexanderia Murph 

Principal Administrative Assistant 
Functional Planning & Policy Division 
Montgomery County Planning Department 
8787 Georgia Avenue 

Silver Spring, MD 20910 


P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. Thank 
you 


Montgomery County Planning Board FEIS Comments.pdf (215 kb) 





THE MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK AND PLANNING COMMISSION 





LA MONTGOMERY COUNTY PLANNING BOARD 


OFFICE OF THE CHAIR 


October 21, 2013 


Mr. Henry Kay 

Maryland Transit Administration 
100 South Charles Street 

Tower 2, Suite 700 

Baltimore, Maryland 21201 


Subject: Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) & Draft Section 
4(f) Evaluation 


Dear Mr. Kay: 


The Montgomery County Planning Board/Park Commission (hereby referred to as simply the 
“Planning Board’’) is pleased to submit the following comments in response to the Purple 
Line FEIS and Draft Section 4(f) evaluation. On behalf of the Board, I want to once again 
express our appreciation for the work of your staff led by Project Manager Mike Madden for 
their responsiveness, expertise, and overall commitment to this critical and complex project. 


The Purple Line is central to the County’s future if it is to grow smart and in a sustainable 
manner. It is for that reason — as noted in the FEIS - that the Purple Line has enjoyed long 
standing support in the form of numerous approved and adopted master and functional plans 
as well as in our on-going work programs like the anticipated resumption of the Greater 
Lyttonsville Sector Plan. 


The Planning Board comments are in part a response to a detailed staff analysis that was 
presented and discussed by the Planning Board on October 17, 2013. That analysis, in the 
form of a staff memo, is available on our web site at montgomeryplanningboard.org. 





While the FEIS demonstrates that the MTA has made significant effort to avoid or minimize 
adverse impacts along the right-of-way, additional minimization and mitigation measures 
must be developed in collaboration with Parks and Planning as design progresses. We expect 
that MTA will continue to work with both Parks and Planning staff to address these matters 
during final design, as well as in the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) to be developed 
between our agencies. Specifically, we expect MTA to further develop and refine: 


1) specific impacts to and mitigation for parkland; 

2) details for stormwater management facilities; 

3) habitat mitigation compensation; 

4) details on culverts and bridge design; 

5) compliance with Section 106 in the case of inadvertent discovery of archaeological 
sites in the project area; and, 

6) impacts to the neighborhood centers. 
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These details are important to ensure that the Purple Line continues to conform with County 
land use plans and includes appropriate mitigation. 


Our specific comments are organized below in a manner that reflects the on-going nature of 
the project development. Our focus at this point is on the comments directly related to the 
FEIS and Draft 4(f) Evaluation, while at the same time recognizing that the development of 
agency-specific MOA’s and the Mandatory Referral will be upon us in short order. 


Planning Department Comments 
Comment 1 — Chevy Chase Lake and Takoma Langley Crossroads Sector Plan Status 


The FEIS (page 4-21) lists the Chevy Chase Lake and Takoma Langley Crossroads Sector 
Plans as “pending approval.” These plans were approved and adopted in July 2013 and June 
2012, respectively. 


Comment 2 — Bethesda Station 


The FEIS Preferred Alternative reflects a Bethesda Station area plan that no longer includes 
the Capital Crescent Trail above the Light Rail Train in the tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue. 
The trail instead would cross Wisconsin Avenue at grade — a feature also included in prior 
adopted master plans. The Planning Department is currently considering another design 
concept for the station as part of the Bethesda Purple Line Station Minor Master Plan 
Amendment process. Both designs would represent a change to the Purple Line Functional 
Master Plan and consideration of both plans as an eventual (if not preferred) outcome is 
consistent with current policy direction from the Planning Board and County Council. 


Comment 3 — Lynn Drive Crossing in Chevy Chase 


The master plan recommendation for the at-grade pedestrian crossing of the Purple Line right 
of way near Lynn Drive was dependent on further analysis of overall feasibility — especially 
the ability to provide a safe crossing. MTA analysis has indicated the at-grade crossing cannot 
be provided at the current design speed and the Planning Board concurs that reducing the 
speed in this section is undesirable. 


Comment 4 — Bridges over Connecticut Avenue 


The design calling for the bridges over Connecticut Avenue to be placed on fill or box 
structures is not consistent with prior policy guidance and previous representations and is 
therefore highly undesirable. The design for this gateway location should be refined to better 
respond to adopted design guidance in local master plans and prior MDOT supporting 
technical advice for TOD along this specific segment. 


Comment 5 — Master Plan Street B-1 in Chevy Chase Lake 


The design for the bridges that carry the Purple Line and Capital Crescent Trail over 
Connecticut Avenue should accommodate the master planned street B-1 that is proposed to 
connect Manor Road and Chevy Chase Lake Drive. 
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Comment 6 — Lyttonsville Maintenance and Storage Facility 


The revised concept plan for the Lyttonsville Maintenance and Storage Facility is generally 
consistent with the latest vision for the area and will be one of the underlying assumptions 
when work on the Greater Lyttonsville Sector Plan resumes. 


Comment 7 — Capital Crescent Trail between Lyttonsville Road and 16" Street 


Recently, MTA received communication from CSX that clarifies their position. CSX’s new 
policy permits them to sell land for a trail as long as it is at least 50 feet from the centerline of 
their tracks. Based on the new CSX policy, MTA will be able to construct the Capital 
Crescent Trail between Lyttonsville Road and 16th Street consistent with the Purple Line 
Functional Plan. This is a very positive outcome. 


Comment 8 — Arliss Street 


The FEIS is consistent with the current vision for the Purple Line side running alignment on 
Arliss Street, as recommended in the Long Branch Sector Plan. The Long Branch Sector Plan 
also includes an acknowledgment that the intersection at the north end of the station platform 
on Arliss Street is intended to provide both right and left turns into and out of the immediately 
adjacent parcels and their internal street network. 


Comment 9 — Bike Lanes on Piney Branch Road and University Boulevard 


We understand that MTA intends to revise its concept plans for a four-lane University 
Boulevard to include bike lanes on Piney Branch Road and University Blvd, consistent with 
the Long Branch Sector Plan, and we support this change. 


Comment 10 — Access to Long Branch Local Park and Community Center 


The Long Branch Sector Plan also recommends that MTA “resolve vehicular access issues to 
the Long Branch Pool and Recreation Center in light of proposed traffic restrictions along 
Piney Branch Road associated with the Purple Line”. This issue is addressed further in 
Comment 12 below and in comments from the Department of Parks. 


Comment 11 — University Boulevard Cross Section 


The Purple Line FEIS is consistent with the current vision for University Blvd because it is 
able to accommodate traffic forecasts with improvements to the roadway network. 
Furthermore, reducing University Blvd from six lanes to four lanes may help implement other 
aspects of the Long Branch Sector Plan outside of the traffic lanes, including the bike lanes, 
landscaped panel, sidewalks, and cycle tracks. 


Comment 12 - Community Facility and Business Access Challenges 


The Department of Parks has recently acquired the property on Piney Branch Road where the 
Miles Glass Company was previously located in order to partially mitigate the impact on 
access to the Long Branch Local Park and Community Center. Consideration should be given 
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to highlighting in the P3 solicitation process those locations along the alignment where 
alternative design or access concepts would be considered — given the unique challenges 
associated with those sites. These include the property owners along Arliss Street, the Long 
Branch Local Park and Community Center on Piney Branch Road, businesses along Bonifant 
Street with on-street parking, Silver Spring International Middle School on Wayne Avenue, 
and Rosemary Hills Elementary School on Porter Road and near Talbot Avenue, the Capital 
Crescent Trail, and the CSX right of way. In general, the Planning Board supports every effort 
to mitigate access and other impacts to existing community facilities and businesses. 


Comment 13 — Noise and Vibration Mitigation 


The FEIS identifies potential noise and vibration impacts and includes a commitment to 
develop appropriate mitigation measures. Technology related to noise and vibration 
suppression is evolving and efforts should therefore be made in the P3 solicitation to place a 
premium on responses and unique approaches that advance mitigation measures where 
feasible. The effort going forward should reflect the fact that this light rail alignment is 
adjacent to a number of sensitive sites in an evolving inner suburban setting. 


Comment 14 — Location and Compatibility of Traction Power Substations 


We expect that MTA will continue to work with community stakeholders to identify specific 
approaches for addressing traction power substation compatibility with the surrounding 
setting. The following proposed locations (as shown in Table 4-4 of the FEIS) for these 
stations are in residential settings and are of particular interest: 


e Montgomery Avenue — approximately 1,600 feet beyond (east of) Wisconsin Avenue 
e Georgetown Branch right of way — approximately 300 feet prior to (west of) 
Connecticut Avenue 

Approaching CSX tracks (from west) near Kansas Avenue 

Wayne Avenue just past (east of) Cloverfield Road 

Arliss Street just past (east of) Flower Avenue 

University Boulevard just past (south of) Seek Lane 


Comment 15 — Public Private Partnership (P3) Procurement 


The P3 procurement process should provide a mechanism for consideration of design 
refinements after the completion of the NEPA process for both the Purple Line and the CCT 
as noted in the FEIS. In addition and more specifically, the MTA should issue written 
guidance within the next 30 days on how on-going design refinements will be considered and 
included (where there is concurrence) during the P3 procurement process. 


Comment 16 — Three Affected National Register-Eligible Properties 


Staff recommends continued consultation to identify appropriate mitigation measures for the 
three affected National Register-eligible properties. 
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Comment 17 — Eight County-Designated Resources 


Although not a requirement under Section 106, staff recommends that MTA work with 
Planning staff to study eight County-designated historic resources to determine whether the 
project will have an effect on them, and if so, to identify appropriate mitigation measures. 


This list includes eight resources that are designated in the Master Plan for Historic 
Preservation: 


Chevy Chase Lake Trolley Station, #35/11 
Madonna of the Trails statue, #35-14-2 
Bethesda Post Office, #35/14-5 

Brooks Photographers, #35/14-6 
Community Paint and Hardware, #35/14-7 
Tastee Diner, #36/13 

Armory Place, #36/14 

Little Tavern, #36/16 


Comment 18 — Natural Resources 


Planning staff has reviewed the sections of the FEIS regarding the natural environment. While 
we find that MTA has made significant effort to avoid and minimize adverse impacts along 
the ROW, additional minimization and mitigation details must be developed in collaboration 
with MNCPPC Parks and Planning for further refinement. We expect that MTA will continue 
to work with Parks and Planning staff to address these matters during final design, as well as 
in the Memorandum of Agreement to be developed between our agencies. 


The specific design details to be worked through and concurred upon for areas outside of 
parkland, within the ROW and its perimeter, include: 


details and types of stormwater management facilities; 

additional habitat impact reduction; 

suitable habitat (tree) mitigation compensation; 

details on culverts with springs, seeps and/or perennial streams; 

neighborhood impacts mitigation; 

additional analysis and mitigation measures for secondary or minor activity areas such 
as the Chevy Chase Lake and Lyttonsville neighborhoods. 


Planning staff would also like to see MTA go beyond regulatory minimums regarding but 
limited to the following areas: 


Noise mitigation measures for residents affected by “Moderate Impacts” (M-23, M-26, 
M-27A & M-28); 

Mitigation for specimen tree lost throughout the ROW; 

Additional use of “green tracks” beyond the Georgetown Branch where feasible, with 
preference for use in sensitive areas such as Rock Creek, Sligo Creek, Long Branch, 
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and Northwest Branch to reduce heavy metals, salt, organic molecules, and nutrients 
entering the receiving waterways; 

e Protection of the colony of herons within the forested floodplain of Coquelin Run in 
close proximity to the ROW. Implement protection measures to ensure roosting 
grounds during brooding are undisturbed during the months of May through mid-June. 


Comment 19 — Sligo Creek Trail 


The Department of Parks and the Planning Department support widening the shared use path 
on the Wayne Avenue bridge to 14 feet wide, as well as enlarging the receiving area for the 
trail on the southwest side of the intersection. 


Department of Parks Comments 


Parks staff appreciates MTA’s coordination on park impacts thus far and looks forward to 
working with MTA throughout the detailed design and construction phases of this project to 
address park impacts and associated mitigation and minimization measures. Below are the 
Department’s general commitments/conditions, followed by specific impacts expected at each 
park affected by Section 4(f), and then proposed mitigation for parkland impacts. The 
Planning Board supports de-minimus findings (with mitigation) for all parks affected by 
Section 4(f), on the condition that MTA provides adequate mitigation and minimization 
measures for the project. The Planning Board expects the commitments and mitigation 
package to be incorporated into the Record of Decision (ROD) and into the MOA. 


General Commitments/Conditions 


Comment 20 — Stormwater Management/Erosion Control and Sediment Control 


M-NCPPC’s National Pollution Discharge and Elimination System (NPDES) MS4 permit 
compels us to incorporate stormwater retrofits for untreated impervious areas into 
infrastructure improvement projects. MTA should commit to retrofit outfalls onto parkland 
to treat previously untreated areas of roads, parking lots, etc. prior to discharge onto parkland. 


Comment 21 — Forest Fragmentation and Stream Valley Buffer Impacts 


MTA should commit to minimize tree loss and limit impacts to natural resources, particularly 
where the Purple Line project crosses stream valleys. This effort would include providing 
appropriate tree preservation measures and additional plantings to offset vegetative impacts. 


Comment 22 — Stream Crossings 


MTA should commit to utilizing environmentally sensitive designs at all stream crossings and 
improving existing riparian conditions. 
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Comment 23 — Interim Conditions/Park Modifications 


MTA should commit to providing appropriate improvements to existing park facilities to 
accommodate the Purple Line and restore full functional usage of each park. 


Comment 24 — Minimize Disruptions to Park Users 


MTA should ensure that park facilities remain open during the construction of the Purple Line 
project, unless otherwise approved by the Department of Parks. This will involve providing 
temporary facilities and transitions, detours, public notifications, etc. as needed. 


Comment 25 — Technical Review and Park Permits 


All construction on parkland will require Parks’ technical review and approval of the 
proposed designs and issuance of Park Construction Permits. MTA should commit to 
developing a coordination and review protocol that allows sufficient input throughout the 
design process in a timely manner with respect to staff workloads. Please note that should 
MTA desire a “fast-track” review process, they will likely need to provide additional 
resources to Parks staff, as other public agencies managing large scale projects with parkland 
impacts have done. 


Specific Impacts Expected At Each Park 
Comment 26 — Elm Street Urban Park 


In addition to the Purple Line, numerous future and proposed projects will be impacting (or 
may impact) this park. These include developer-funded improvements to the playground, 
Montgomery County Department of Transportation’s Capital Crescent Surface Trail, a 
proposed bike share station and possibly a new tunnel route for the mainline Capital Crescent 
Trail. The sequencing of these improvements is unknown. Therefore, MTA will need to 
provide an interim condition for the park that adequately provides for safely redirecting the 
Capital Crescent Trail through the park to 47" Street, while maintaining functional use of the 
rest of the park. This work shall be completed prior to closing the tunnel under Wisconsin 
Avenue, to accommodate diverted trail traffic passing through the park. 


Comment 27 — Rock Creek Stream Valley Park 


Although the Purple Line project will be primarily constructed within the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way, it will still have impacts to park resources. MTA’s design should improve 
stream valley conditions, including removal of the existing trestle bridge abutments in and 
adjacent to the stream channel to at least 18” below finished grade and appropriate channel 
stabilization. MTA must also connect the CCT to the Rock Creek Trail and should improve 
the trail where it passes under the new bridges to reduce sedimentation problems and 
incorporate sustainable trail design elements. Finally, consistent with Planning Department 
recommendations, MTA should design the new transit line bridge and Capital Crescent Trail 
bridge as signature facilities with aesthetic considerations for park users. Likewise, MTA 
should also design all associated retaining walls in the stream valley with aesthetic 
consideration for park users. 
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Comment 28 — Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park 


When MTA reconstructs the Wayne Avenue bridge over Sligo Creek to accommodate the 
Purple Line project, MTA should design the bridge as an environmentally sensitive crossing, 
realigning the stream in a stable plan form to pass under the new bridge, extend the upstream 
and downstream limits of stream restoration in consultation with Parks, and provide 
appropriate grade control, aquatic habitat, and stabilization of the new channel. MTA will 
need to provide interim conditions to maintain access to the playground, parking lot, and trail 
during construction. The finished design should provide functional use, stormwater 
management retrofits for existing untreated impervious areas, and ADA access for the 
playground, trail, and parking lot areas. Parks staff notes that the Wayne Avenue bridge is 
entirely on parkland; it is not along a dedicated right-of-way or on an easement. 


Comment 29 — Long Branch Local Park & Long Branch Stream Valley Park 


The Department of Parks considers the access restrictions to the pool and recreation center to 
substantially impair the park’s operation and substantially diminish the use by park patrons. 
To provide functional use of the existing park, MTA should reimburse M-NCPPC for the 
purchase price of the Miles Glass Company property (bought to maintain adequate access). 
MTA will need to construct a new driveway entrance off Piney Branch Road to align with 
Barron Street and redesign the existing parking lot to accommodate the widening of Piney 
Branch Road and the new park entrance. Additionally, MTA should take responsibility for 
realigning the Long Branch Trail to cross Piney Branch Road at Barron Street and parallel the 
new driveway as it enters the park. This reconfiguration will also require stormwater retrofits 
and ADA access for the new park entrance/driveway and the new segment of park trail. The 
existing box culvert that carries Long Branch stream under Piney Branch Road is inadequate 
for the drainage it currently conveys, and extending the existing culvert to accommodate the 
new road/train cross section will further impair the stream system. MTA will need to replace 
and/or augment the existing box culvert under Piney Branch Road to create an 
environmentally sensitive crossing and provide stream improvements both upstream and 
downstream of the road crossing for long term stream stability and fish passage. 


Comment 30 — New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park 


Construction of the Purple Line along University Boulevard will require significant parkland 
impacts to widen the road’s right-of-way. The project also will reconstruct the portion of 
University Boulevard across the park’s frontage. This will restrict pedestrian access and 
eliminate vehicular access to the parking lot during construction. To provide an interim 
condition for the park, MTA must provide alternative access to the park’s facilities during 
construction, as well a temporary replacement parking area dedicated to park users. MTA 
also must provide for functional use of the park following the Purple Line (but preceding the 
construction of Gilbert Street extended, recommended in the Long Branch Sector Plan). The 
design must provide full restoration of all amenities directly and indirectly impacted by the 
Purple Line to create a park user experience equal to or better than the current conditions. 
MTA also must replace all parkland lost throughout the corridor in the Long Branch 
community, ideally adjacent to this park. 
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Proposed Mitigation for Parkland Impacts: 


Reimbursement for the purchase of the Miles Glass Company property 

SWM retrofit of the entire Long Branch Local Park 

SWM retrofit for the Long Branch Library site 

SWM retrofit for the untreated impervious areas draining to the existing ditch on the 
eastern boundary of New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park 

e Sligo Creek stream restoration between Schuyler Road and Bradford Road 


Finally, our staff memo for the Purple Line agenda item on October 17, 2013 includes 
additional detail on issues more closely related to any Memorandum of Agreement with this 
or other agencies, and other issues (largely related to the Capital Crescent Trail) in which the 
Planning Board role is generally advisory in nature. We encourage MTA to review the entire 
staff memo as it outlines many issues to be addressed in the development of the upcoming 
MOA’s and the Mandatory Referral. 


Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the Purple Line Final Environmental 
Impact Statement and Draft 4(f) Evaluation. 


Sincerely, 
f 4q 
eit - af SV 
/ [ANLAKg Wi > + 
V Francoise M. Carrier 
Chair 


cc: Nancy Navarro, President, Montgomery County Council 
Art Holmes, Director, Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
Elizabeth M. Hewlett, Chair, Prince George’s County Planning Board 
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Comment Date : 10/18/2013 
First Name : Bob 
Last Name : Rosenbush 


Business/Agency/Associati Maryland Department of Planning - Clearinghouse comments 
on Name : 


Address : 301 West Preston Street 
Apt./Suite No. : Room 1104 

City : Baltimore 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 21201 


Email Address : brosenbush@madp.state.md.us 


Submission Content/Notes : Hello Henry: Here are the Purple Line comments that the Clearinghouse 
has received to date. 


From MDE: 

1. Any above ground or underground petroleum storage tanks, which 
may be utilized, must be installed and maintained in accordance with 
applicable State and federal laws and regulations. Underground storage 
tanks must be registered and the installation must be conducted and 
performed by a contractor certified to install underground storage tanks 
by the Land Management Administration in accordance with COMAR 
ae Contact the Oil Control Program at (410) 537-3442 for additional 
information. 


2. Any solid waste including construction, demolition and land clearing 
debris, generated from the subject project, must be properly disposed of 
at a permitted solid waste acceptance facility, or recycled if possible. 
Contact the Solid Waste Program at (410) 537-3315 for additional 
information regarding solid waste activities and contact the Waste 
Diversion and Utilization Program at (410) 537-3314 for additional 
information regarding recycling activities. 


From the Maryland Historical Trust (MHT): MHT is working with MTA to 
complete the Section 106 review process for this undertaking. The 
project will adversely affect historic properties. MTA, MHT, and the 
Consulting Parties are preparing a Programmatic Agreement that 
outlines commitments and mitigation measures concerning historic and 
archeological resources under Section 106. 


From DNR: MD DNR, through our Integrated Policy and Review Unit, 
Project Review Division (formerly the Environmental Review Unit), has 
been participating in the MD Streamlined Process for Transportation 
Review for the Purple Line project. Comments and review notes have 
been provided in the past at appropriate stages, and the Division will 
continue its review efforts as project planning continues. The project in 
its planning stages has generally remained consistent with the programs 
of the Department 


From MDP: MDP strongly supports the Purple Line project as it will 
reduce single-occupancy vehicular trips and associated reductions of 
traffic congestion and greenhouse gas emissions in the Baltimore and 
Washington region. The Purple Line will stimulate concentrated mixed- 
use development along the alignment through Transit-Oriented 
Development (TOD), which will encourage citizens to live, work, shop 
and play in or near transit-accessible communities. The purple line will 
help to reduce commuter congestion and reduce the wear and tear on 
the region's roadways by providing an sustainable, alternative 
transportation option. MDP has been actively involved in the Purple 
Line's planning process since project inception and looks forward to 
working with MDOT and local jurisdictions to support TOD along the 
transit line. 


The Maryland-National Capital Park & Planning Commission, in both 
Prince George's and Montgomery Counties, will send their comments 
directly to you. 


MSDE, Montgomery County, and the City of Takoma Park (see the 
attachment) found the project consistent with their plans, programs, and 
objectives. 


DGS had no comment. Our recommendation letter to follow next week. 
Thanks for your cooperation. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1022 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/18/2013 
First Name : Fern 
Last Name : Piret 


Business/Agency/Associati M-NCPPC - Prince George's County 
on Name : 


Address : 14741 Governor Oden Bowie Drive 
City : Upper Marlboro 
State : MD 


Zip Code : 20772 





Submission Content/Notes : October 18, 201 3 


Mr. Robert L. Smith, Administrator Maryland Transit Administration 
Maryland Department of Transportation 

6 St. Paul Street 

Baltimore, Maryland 21202-161 3 


RE: Purple Line Final Environmental Impact 
Statement 


Dear Mr. Smi th: 


The Prince George's County Planning Department appreciates the 
opportunity to review and provide comments on Volumes Iru1d II of the 
August 201 3 Final Environmental Impact Statement & Draft Section 

4(F) Evaluation (herein after FEIS) for the proposed Purple Li ne. This 
document represents the 

cu | mination of more than two decades of work by th e Maryland 
Department of Transportation (MDOT), the Maryland Transit 
Administration (MTA), Prince George's and Montgomery Counties, The 
Maryland- National Capital Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC), 
and numerous other agencies and stakeholders. 


The Prince George's County Planning Department of M-NCPPC strongly 
supports the Preferred 

Alternative for the proposed Purple Line light rail transitway. The 
Preferred Alternative is a responsive and 

th oughtful transit a alternative to the pressures of continued growth in 
the Washington Metropolitan Region and offers a remedy to the current 
lack of east-west connectivity between Prince George's and 
Montgomery Coun ties. The No-Bu i Id A Iternative would result in a sign 
ificant increase in automobile 

traffic and commuting travel times, a nd diminished economic 
opportunities compared to t he Preferred 

A lternative. The P referred A | ternative would become a vital regional 
transportation linkage that maximi zes th e potentia |! for mi xed-use, 
tra nsit-oriented development (TOO) at the 21 proposed stations, | | 

of which are located within Prince George's County. As noted in the 
FETS, Pr ince George's County cont in ues to proactively plru1 for the 
future of numerous proposed Pu rpl e Line station areas in anticipation 
of new TOO and economic development opportunities. 


The Planning Department looks forward to continued coordination w 
ith MTA during the final engineering des ign and construction of the 
Purple Lin e. At this time, the Planning Department offers the followi n g 
comments and observations on the FEIS. 
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Volume | 
Executive Summary 


|. Page ES-4 of the FETS notes that the Purple Line "transitway, 
stations, and related infrastructure would be integrated w ith ex isting 
and planned transportation facilities in a manner that accommodates or 
enhances automobile, bus, bicycle, and pedestrian circulation." Prince 
George's County and the Planning Department have collaborated w ith 
the MTA in the development of recent sector plans for Takoma/Langley 


Park, the Central US | Corridor, Central An napolis Road, and the New 
Carrollton Metro Station area. Additionally, MTA was a major partner in 
the development of the 2013 Purple Line TOD Study. These plans and 
stud ies advocate multimodal connectivity as essenti al to the 
successfu | implementation of TOD. The Planning Department 

looks forward to the cont in ued coord in ation with MTA as the 
Department develops the staff draft of the update to the 1 997 College 
Park-Riverdale Park Transit District Development Plan, where two of the 
Purple Line stations are proposed to be located. It is essential that we 
con tin ue to work cl osely to ensure convenient, safe, and multimodal 
access to and from Purple Line stations and adjoining offices, activity 
centers, and neighborhoods. 


2. With regard to subsection ES 4.3, Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities 
(pages ES-5 and 

ES-6), collaboration should continue in order to i dentity locations 
where addition al sidewa Iks, bicycle racks, and storage fac ilities are 
most appropriate and feasible. Review of the FETS suggests that some 
stations located in Prince George's County are not as well served by 
these station access elements: 


*River Road- bicycle and pedestrian facilities/connectivity 

*Beacon Heights- additional bicycle consideration 

*Riggs Road, West Campus/Adelphi , East Campus and A nnapolis 
Road - bicycle racks 


We look forward to coordinating with MTA regarding the needed station 
access facilities as may be appropriate and desired given the intended 
character of development and anticipated future usage. 


3. The funding mechanisms to construct these facilities are as 
important as the locations of these multimoda | transportation facilities. 
The opportun i ty exists following the Record of Dec Ision to pursue add 
itional partnerships and funding sources that may provide the abi lity to 
improve overall connectivity near Purple Line stations. MTA touches on 
this need under section ES.7, Next Steps (page ES-9), and the P lann 
ing Department is eager to continue working with MTA on project 
planning and implementation with multimoda | connecti vity as a major 
point of emphasis. 


1.0 Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action 


1. Section 1 .3.3 Ex isting Transit Serv ice (page 1-9) should note th 
at WMATA provides rush hour "R ush Plus" Yellow Line Metrorail 

service to supplement the Green Line serv ice at the West Hyattsv ille, 
Prince George's Plaza, College Park-U of MD, and Greenbelt stations. 


2. Figure 1-4, Existing East-West Bus Serv ice (page 1-12) does not 
show Metrobus Route F4, although paragraph 1 in the left-hand col 
umn on page 1-13 mentions the F4 Route as one of two Metrobus 
routes servi ng the area between Silver Spring and New Carrollton. 


2.0 Alternatives Considered 


|. The FEIS identifies "G reen Track" as one of th e four track ty pes 
being considered for t he Pu rple 

Lin e transitway on page 2-29. We strongly endorse the use of"Green 
Track" in areas where hi gh-i ntensity TOD is en visioned and where 
stormwater management synergies can best be leveraged. A ppropriate 
locations for MTA to consider "Green Track" include areas south of the 
College Park Metro station a! ong R iver Road to Ken i! worth 


Avenue/MD 20 | , east of the R iggs Road station to the Adel phi 
Road/West Campus station along Un iversity Boulevard /MD 1 93, and 
along Veterans Parkway/MD 410 between the Beacon Heights and A nn 
a polis Road/G ien ridge 

stations. 


2. Pages 2-32 and 4-1 70 discuss traction power su bstations, which 
MTA com m its to build "with landscapin g or appropriate architectural 
treatments to be compati ble w ith adjacent land uses i n areas of 
moderate or high v isual sensitiv ity." We note that the concept of v isua | 
sens itiv i ty (as used in the FEI S) is associated with en viron mental v 
isual impacts, and asserts that the overall character and q ua ity of the 
bui | ten vi ronme nt and the v isua | sensi tiv ity of en vironmentally 
sensitive 

| ocations are eq uall y im portant. We encou rage MTA to approach t 
he construction of every traction power substation-and every signal bu 
ngalow-in Prince George's Countyas if they were in areas of hi gh v isual 
sensitiv i ty. Un iq ue and interesting architectu ral treatment; d urable, 
attractive 

mater ials; appropriate landscaping and screening; and architectura | 
com pat ibility shou Id be incorporated in every one of these structures 
with in the county in ord er to ensure the highest quality of urban design 
and to mitigate potential negative v isual impact, es pec ially as these 
areas devel op or red evelo p. 


3. Figure 2-1 7 on page 2-33 shows the proposed configu ration of th 
e G lenridge Maintenance Faci | ity. We suggest that MTA provide 
appropriate landscaping and screen ing of the proposed facility and 
associated parking areas given thei rh igh visibility from Veterans 
Parkway!MD 41 0, and recommend landscaping treatments in excess 
of the minimu m requ irements of the Prince George's County 
Landscape Manual for this location. 


3.0 Transportation Effects 


|. Pedestrian safety has been a long-standing concern along the 
Internation a! Corridor (Un iversity Boulevard/MD 193) in northwestern 
Prince George's County. Pedestrian connections a long and across U 
niversity Bo ulevard/MD 1 93 near and between the proposed 
Takoma/Langley and Riggs Road stations are needed in order to 
facilitate con venient and safe pedestrian crossings ruid 

lin kages. 


2. Bicycling should be recognized on page 3-7 as a major Station 
Mode of Access. Bicycle 

accessibi | ity to proposed Pu rple Li ne stations--especially those co- 
located at Metro stat ions- is an em phasis of Pri nce George's County's 
transportation pol icies and is particularly important for the U niversity of 
Maryland, College Park campus stations and the College Park Metro 
and River Road stations given the prox imity of more than 37,000 
college studen ts. 


3. The Preferred Alternative results in a forecast decrease of 12,243 
daily vehicle trips in 2040 in the four areas located in Prince George's 
County, as compared to the No-Build Alternative. This represents a 
significant decrease inthe projected vehicle trips and, when combined 
with the 45 minute time savings that may be realized between New 
Carrollton and Bethesda by 2040, it clearly demonstrates the positive 
potential transportation benefits of the Purple Line Preferred 


Alternative. 


4. Table 3-6 on page 3.9 suggests that 15 intersections along the 
Purple Line transitway will fail (Level of Service F) under the No-Build 
Alternative by the year 2040-11 in Prince George's County. The 
Preferred Alternative results in 9 failing intersections with only 5 in 
Prince George's County; it is noted that 5 intersections are currently 
failing in the county. This analysis suggests that the Preferred 
Alternative, when built, will contribute to significantly improved 
intersection conditions in northwestern Prince George's County along 
the transitway route. 


4.0 Environmental Resources, Impacts and Mitigation 


|. Section 4.2.1 , Regulatory Context and Methodology (page 4-5) 
contains outdated regulatory guidance references. In 2012, the 
Maryland General Assembly repealed Articles 66B and 28 and 
replaced them with a consolidated Land Use Article. This Land Use 
Aiticle now provides state- level regulation and guidance applicable to 
land use within Prince George's and Montgomery Counties. 


2. Inthe first paragraph of the Zoning subsection of 4.2.2, Affected 
Environment (page 4-14), there is a reference to the 2007 Edition of the 
County Code ofPrince George's County, Subtitle 27. On May 7, 2013 the 
County Council, sitting as the District Council, enacted CB-9-2013 
which officially codified the 20 II Edition of the Zoning Ordinance of 
Prince George's County, being also Subtitle 27 ofthe Prince George's 
County Code. 


3. Figure 4-1 on page 4-17 does not accurately reflect the extent of 
the M Square research and office park north of theM Square Station on 
the existing land use and planned development map. Properties in this 
area shown as "commercial" are undeveloped today, whereas some 
properties classified as "other" are developed with office uses. In 
general terms, the rest of the major existing land uses depicted for the 
Prince George's County segment of the Purple Line Preferred 
Alternative are accurately reflected. 


4. Table 4-2, Planned Developments (page 4-19) incorrectly identifies 
the existing land use for the Cafritz Property Development as "forested 
area and single-family residential." No single-family residences currently 
exist on this property. Additionally, theM Square Research Park is not 
"undeveloped land;" rather, the research park is partially undeveloped 
and partially developed with more than 500,000 square feet of 
commercial office space. 


5. The proper name ofthe current sector plan for the US | corridor 
(see pages 4-20 and 4-21) is the 

20 | 0 Approved Central US 1 Corridor Sector Plan and Sectional Map 
Amendment. The pertinent planning document for the Purple Line 
Corridor as reflected on Table 4-3 on page 4-21 should 

read "Purple Line Transit Oriented Development Study (May 2013)". 
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6. The discussion on pages 4-14 and 4-22 suggests that Prince 
George's Cou n ty continues to follow the policy guidance ofthe 1964 On 
Wedges and Corridors, a General Plan for the Maryland- Washington 
Regional District in Montgomery and Prince George's Counties. A 
though some of this policy guidance has been implemented since 1964, 


and some of the 1 964 guidance remained (or remains) in current policy 
documents, it should be noted th at Prince George's County officially 
established a new general plan for growth and deve lopment in 1982. 
The county's current genera | plan is the 2002 Prince George's County 
Approved General Plan, and this is the document that provides 
countywide policy, land use, and development guidance for Prince 
George's County. 


7. With regard to the earli er comment on traction power substation 
design and Table 4-4, Proposed Traction Power Substation Locations 
and Existing Land Use, planning staff are particu larly concerned with 
stations Q1 2, QI3, Q14, Q17, and Q18 given their proximity to the 
Central US | Corridor, College Park-U of MD Metro station, Ce ntral 
Annapolis Road Corridor, and New Carrollton Metro station . All of 
these locations are subject to recent or ongoing master pl anning efforts 
that establish development standards to ensure high-quality 
development. 


8. The description of the Preferred Alternative alignment through the U 
niversity ofMaryland, College Park campus on page 4-73 contains an 
erroneous reference to the Eppley Recreation Center. This facility is 
located approximately Y2 mile to the northwest of the location 
referenced inthe second paragraph of the "Trans itway Within the 
District" subheading on this page. 


9. Table 4-49, Ridership Projections (page 4-156), reflects a 48 
percent to 93 percent increase in Preferred Alternative transit trips 
compared to the No-Build Alternative in the four areas located in 
Prince George's County. These forecast changes are significant and 
agai n point to the importance oft he Preferred Altern ative to the future 
of Prince George's County. 


Volume II 


Planning Department staff rev iewed the technical documentation and 
preliminary engineering drawings contained in Volume II of th e FEIS to 
identify potential issues that m erit additional discussion and 
coordination following the Record of Decision. 


1. Generally speaking, the engineering plan drawings indicate 
pavement removal areas along the flanks of the proposed transitway 
through Prince George's County, but do not indicate what type of 
surface or vegetation is anticipated to replace the removed pavement. 
Selec't illustrative section drawings suggest planted areas but 
additional discussion is warranted to ensure that potential 

impacts are minimized and that appropriate repl acements to ex isting 
paved areas are identified and implemented. 


2. The existing pedestrian/ bike activated signal a long Paint Branch 
Parkway at the Rhode Island 

(Trolley) Trail crossing sh ou Id be identified (drawin g CV-54, page 1 
47). 


3. The engineering plans for the College Park Metro station (see sheet 
150, drawing CY-57) do not show the rel ocated and reconfigured bus 
loop that has been the subject of much coordination between MTA, 
WMATA, and Prince George's County. Additional clarity as to the 
configuration and location of this bus facili ty is important s ince the 
Planning Department is currentl y workin g on 


October 18, 2013 
Page 6 of8 


an update to the College Park-Riverdale Transit District Development 
Plan (TDDP) that guides land use, zoning, and urban design in this 
location. 


4. Consider including a median treatment to prevent mid-block 
pedestrian crossings along River 

Road at the western end of the proposed M Square Station (drawing 
CV-61, page 154). 


5. Theimportance of the segment of the Preferred Alternative 
between US 1 and Kenilworth Avenue/MD 201 is rei nforced by the 
Planning Department's ongoing work to update the TDDP for the 
College Park-Riverdale Park transit district. This location is also 
identified in the 2013 

Preliminary Prince George's County Plan 2035 (General Plan update) 
as part of the county's 

primary employment area. Properties to be served by the Purple Line 
along Paint Branch Parkway and River Road are of utmost importance 
to the economic and TOO future of Prince George's County. 


A major concern in this area is the open drainage typical section for 
the Purple Lin e along River Road (see drawings CV-59 through CV- 
62, pages 152 through 155) in the vicinity ofthe proposed M Square 
Station platform, because the abutting land is planned to be developed 
with frontage on River Road. A drainage ditch and cut slope is proposed 
that, at most locations along River Road, is contrary to best practices for 
TOD design and site preparation. This design would detract from 
development of these properties with a high-intensity mix of uses and 
sever 

new development from direct access to sidewalks, bike lanes, and 

theM Square Station. The open drainage typical section design would 
be an element that runs counter to the feedback and input that the 
TDDP update team is hearing from residents, property owners, elected 
officials, and other stakeholders. 


MTA is encouraged to reconsider the design of this entire segment of 
the Preferred Alternative to provide for a more urban solution to any 
stonnwater management issues that may have led to the proposed open 
drainage typical sections. The incorporation of"Green Track", as 
previously recommended, is one way to help mitigate any impacts, and 
planning staff is eager to work with MTA to identify additional positive 
solutions. 


6. Utilize decorative architectural retaining walls where opportunities 
ex ist along Kenilworth Avenue/MD 201 and MD 410 (drawings CV-63 
thru CV-68, pages 156-161), possibly with themes from the approved 
Anacostia Trails Heritage Area (ATHA) Management Plan. Public 
artwork along Kenilworth Avenue and MD 410 can support the 
implementation strategies contained in the approved ATHA 
Management Plan. Such strategies could include the creation of 
interpretive trails systems and a transit rider's guide to ATHA (see page 
16 of the ATHA Plan). Consider the use of decorative panels on both 
sides of the raised approaches to the East-West Highway/MD 410 
overpass bridge (drawing CV-65, page 158). 


7. Consider installation of a pedestrian-activated traffic signal and 
crosswalks on all approaches along East-West Highway/MD 410 at 
Riverdale Road (drawing CV-66, page 159). 


8. Drawing CV-67 (page 160) suggests that no pedestrian 
improvements are planned on this segment of Riverdale Road/MD 410. 


However, there is an existing dirt pathway on the south side of the 
roadway, and consideration should be given to providing a paved 
sidewalk to formalize this passage ruid ensure safer pedestrian 
connectivity. It is our understa nding that SHA desires to have 
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both on-road bike lanes and a sidepath along MD 41 0 in some 
situations. In the event that such a 

‘dual-route facility’ cannot be accommodated, we are recomm e nding 
the provision of a 1 0-foot wide multi-use pathway (sidepath) between 
the Riverdale Park Station and the Annapolis Road Station. However, if 
some sections of this pathway are required to be narrower than | 0 feet, 
then they should be si gned accordingly for safety. This pathway should 
be illuminated along its entire length. 


9. Consider usin g the shoulder to be provided along Riverdale 
Road!MD 410 (drawing CV-68, page 
1 61) as a marked bicycle lane. 


10. Consider direct ali gnment for extension of 641 Avenue to 
Patterson Street in lieu of the proposed s-curve alignment (draw ing CV- 
69, page 162). 


11. Ashared use path should be considered along Riverdale Road /MD 
410 between (at minimum) Veterans Parkway/MD 410 and the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway (d raw ings CV-70 and 71 , pages 163 
and 164) because the right-of-way in this location is too narrow to 
accommodate on- street bicycle lanes and the traffic conditions likely 
preclude shared roadway usage. 


12. Consideration should be given to providing a landscape _ buffer 
along the north side of Riverdale Road /MD 41 0 along and west of the 
intersection w ith Veterans Parkway/MD 41 0 drawing CV-71, page 
164). 


13. Consider installation of a traffic si gn al along Riverdale Road /MD 
410 at General Access Road 
(draw ing CV-75, page 168). 


General Comments/Considerations 


|. The inclusion of bicycle parking facil ities a long the rights-of-way of 
state and cou nty roads should be pursued where needed and feasible. 
MTA has done an excellent job of providing the conceptual 
improvements to the ri ghts-of-way, including bicycle parking a long MD 
193 that will make the areas near the proposed stations more 
accessible and usable for modes of t ransportation other than the 
automobile. 


2. Consider uti li zi ng LED or other high visibility safety s ignage to 
warn pedestrians and bicyclists of oncomin g trains and to control busy 
track crossings. 


3. Consider utili Zing channeling d evices to help encourage desired 
safe beh avior in pedestrians when they attempt to cross rail tracks. 
One example is th e use of horizontal sw ing gates with high 

visibi lity markings to indicate the direction from wh ich the train would 
be entering the stations. 

Th is can reduce incidents related to inattention at locations that 
pedestrians have bee n routed to by the station design and wayfind in g. 


These swing gates are operated by the pedestrian and can 
reduce the number of "dart outs" into the path of an oncoming train . 


4. Continue to work with the county to identify appropriate drop off 
locations near some stations where feasible. 
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5. Finally, the most imp011ant quality of service factors for 
passengers as they relate to the design of the project should be 
identified. There a re many of these factors to be considered, such as 
safety from crime at stations and platforms, signs and information, and 
transfer issues. See TCRP Report 

47 - Chapter 2- Quality of Service Factors. 


The Prince George's County Planning Department of the M-NCPPC 
appreciates the opportunity to comment on the FEIS and our staff 
looks forward to future coordination with MTA on station area 
development and access planning during the review of the engineering 
plans for the Purple Line. If there are any questions, please contact Mr. 
Eric Foster of the Transportation Planning Section at 301-952-31 17 

or eric.foster@ppd. mncppc.org, or Mr. Derick Berlage, Chief of the 
Countywide Planning Division at 301- 

952-4711 or derick.berlage@ppd.mncppc.org. 


Sincerely, 

11.d-- 

Fern Piret 
Planning Director 


c: Elizabeth M. Hewlett, Chairman, Prince George's County Planning 
Board 

Ronnie Gathers, Director, Department of Parks and Recreation 
Vanessa Akins-Moseley, Special Program Coordinator, Strategy and 
Implementation 

Derick Berlage, Chief, Countywide Planning Division 

Ivy Lewis, Chief, Community Planning Division 

Eric Foster, Supervisor, Transportation Planning Section 

John Kaii-Ziegler, Supervisor, South Section, Community Planning Div 
ision 

Faramarz Mokhtari, Planner Coordinator, Transportation Planning 
Section 

William Washburn, Planner CoordiJ1ator, Central Section, Community 
Planning Division Chad Williams, Planner Coordinator, North Section, 
Community Plann i ng Division Hyojun g Garland, Senior Planner, North 
Section, Community Planning Division 

Dan Janousek, Senior Pla nner, Transportation Planning Section 

Victor Weissberg, Special Assistant to the Director, DPW&T 
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Submission Content/Notes : Dear Misers Koenig and Kay: 


In accordance with Section 102(2) (C) of the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2) (C), Section 309 ofthe Clean Air 
Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7609, and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) 
regulations, 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508, the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA), has reviewed the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) for the above referenced project. The FEIS was 
prepared by Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and is dated 
December 2012. EPA reviewed the September 2008 

Alternatives Analysis/ Draft EIS, and submitted a comment letter dated 
January 14, 2009s. In this 

letter EPA rated the DEIS as "LO-1" (Lack of Objections-Adequate), 
according to the EPA 

rating system described on the website 
www.epa.gov/compliance/nepa/comments/ratings.html. 


The FEIS analyzes two alternatives, including the no build alternative 
and the preferred alternative. The preferred alternative involves the 
construction and operation of a new light rail transit corridor over 16.2 
miles from the Bethesda Metrorail station in Montgomery County to the 
New Carrollton Metrorail/MARC/Amtrak station in Prince George's 
County. Adverse environmental impacts to ecological resources 
resulting from the preferred alternative are relatively low. Stream 
impacts are approximately 5,507 linear feet, wetland impacts of0.88 
acres, forest impacts of approximately 48 acres, and 8.63 acres of park 
acquisition. EPA recognizes that updated and detailed analysis for 
many resources has been completed since the DEIS and that while 
several resource impacts have been decreased, some, including parks, 
have increased. Additional avoidance and minimization techniques 
should be incorporated where pr'acticable, and appropriate mitigation 
developed, as the project moves forward. 


EPA recognizes efforts made to evaluate and address community 
concerns and impacts, to coordinate this project with the community and 
resource agencies, and detail avoidance and minimization efforts as well 
as mitigation. EPA has appreciated efforts to present updated 

project information and developments at Interagency Review Meeting. 
EPA would be pleased to 

continue to be involved in the project as well as participate in more 
detailed development of wetland and stream compensatory mitigation. 
We appreciate efforts taken to improve and update the environmental 
justice analysis and the cumulative effects analysis for the FEIS using 
most recently available data. 


The FEIS includes mitigation for long-term operational impacts as well 
as construction effects; however, there still remains a great deal of 
information that should be or is planned to be shared with the public, 
including information regarding noise, vibration, utility disruptions, and 
traffic and pedestrian movements. EPA suggests that FTA and 
Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) consider the best ways to share 
and communicate relevant information, which may not yet be available, 
with the public and local stakeholders after the Record of Decision 
(ROD) and during construction. EPA supports memorializing 
environmental and community commitments 

in order to ensure that the efforts and mitigation identified in the FEIS 
are carried forward during future phases. We understand that a 
Transportation Management Plan (TMP) and 

Environmental Compliance Plan (ECP) will be developed after the ROD 
and prior to the initiation of construction. Please find additional 
suggestions for your consideration regarding future communication and 
environmental commitments that may be included in the ECP or TMP. 


Attachments : 


Thank you for providing EPA the opportunity to review the Purple Line 
Project FEIS. EPA looks forward to working with FTA and MTA as the 
project moves forward. If you have any questions regarding these 
comments, the staff contact for this project is Ms. Alaina McCurdy; she 
can be reached at 215-814-2741. 


Sincerely, 


Barbara Rudnick 
NEPA Team Leader 
Office of Environmental Programs 
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Daniel Koenig 

Federal Transit Administration 
1990 K Street, NW, Suite 510 
Washington, DC 20006-1178 


Henry Kay 

Maryland Transit Administration 
100 South Charles Street 

Tower 2, Suite 700 

Baltimore, Maryland 21201 


RE: Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation, 
Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland, August 2013, CEQ # 20130259 


Dear Misers Koenig and Kay: 


In accordance with Section 102(2) (C) of the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), 42 U.S.C. § 4332(2) (C), Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7609, and the 
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations, 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508, the United 
States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), has reviewed the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) for the above referenced project. The FEIS was prepared by Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) and is dated December 2012. EPA reviewed the September 2008 
Alternatives Analysis/ Draft EIS, and submitted a comment letter dated January 14, 2009. In this 
letter EPA rated the DEIS as “LO-1” (Lack of Objections-Adequate), according to the EPA 
rating system described on the website www.epa.gov/compliance/nepa/comments/ratings.html. 


The FEIS analyzes two alternatives, including the no build alternative and the preferred 
alternative. The preferred alternative involves the construction and operation of a new light rail 
transit corridor over 16.2 miles from the Bethesda Metrorail station in Montgomery County to 
the New Carrollton Metrorail/MARC/Amtrak station in Prince George’s County. Adverse 
environmental impacts to ecological resources resulting from the preferred alternative are 
relatively low. Stream impacts are approximately 5,507 linear feet, wetland impacts of 0.88 
acres, forest impacts of approximately 48 acres, and 8.63 acres of park acquisition, EPA 
recognizes that updated and detailed analysis for many resources has been completed since the 
DEIS and that while several resource impacts have been decreased, some, including parks, have 
increased. Additional avoidance and minimization techniques should be incorporated where 
practicable, and appropriate mitigation developed, as the project moves forward. 


EPA recognizes efforts made to evaluate and address community concerns and impacts, 
to coordinate this project with the community and resource agencies, and detail avoidance and 
minimization efforts as well as mitigation. EPA has appreciated efforts to present updated 
project information and developments at Interagency Review Meeting. EPA would be pleased to 
continue to be involved in the project as well as participate in more detailed development of 
wetland and stream compensatory mitigation. We appreciate efforts taken to improve and update 
the environmental justice analysis and the cumulative effects analysis for the FEIS using most 
recently available data. 


The FEIS includes mitigation for long-term operational impacts as well as construction 
effects; however, there still remains a great deal of information that should be or is planned to be 
shared with the public, including information regarding noise, vibration, utility disruptions, and 
traffic and pedestrian movements. EPA suggests that FTA and Maryland Transit Administration 
(MTA) consider the best ways to share and communicate relevant information, which may not 
yet be available, with the public and local stakeholders after the Record of Decision (ROD) and 
during construction. EPA supports memorializing environmental and community commitments 
in order to ensure that the efforts and mitigation identified in the FEIS are carried forward during 
future phases. We understand that a Transportation Management Plan (TMP) and 
Environmental Compliance Plan (ECP) will be developed after the ROD and prior to the 
initiation of construction. Please find additional suggestions for your consideration regarding 
future communication and environmental commitments that may be included in the ECP or 
TMP. 


Thank you for providing EPA the opportunity to review the Purple Line Project FEIS. 
EPA looks forward to working with FTA and MTA as the project moves forward. If you have 
any questions regarding these comments, the staff contact for this project is Ms. Alaina 
McCurdy; she can be reached at 215-814-2741. 


Sincerely, 
A, a ae: WA 
2 
Barbara Rudnick 
NEPA Team Leader 
Office of Environmental Programs 


Enclosure 


Air 


Purple Line FEIS 
Enclosure- Additional Environmental Commitments for Consideration 


Consider whether an air quality and dust control specification could be put in place, 
which would outline necessary measures and requirements for contractors to follow in 
order to control on- and off-site nuisance dust. Consider implementing a dust control 


‘program. 


Consider whether a PM-10 or PM-2.5 monitoring program should be utilized. 

Use ultra-low sulfur diesel (ULSD) fuel in off-road construction equipment with an 
engine horsepower (HP) rating of 50 HP or above. 

Use diesel engine retrofit technology in off-road equipment to further reduce emissions. 
Such technology may include diesel oxidation catalyst/ diesel particulate filter 
(DOC/DPF), engine upgrades, engine replacements, or combinations of these strategies; 
Limit unnecessary idling times on diesel-powered engines to three minutes; 

Locate diesel-powered exhausts away from fresh air intakes 

Control dust related to the construction site through a Construction Environmental 
Protection Program (CEPP), including a Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Plan that 
includes, among other things, spraying of a suppressing agent (nonhazardous, 
biodegradable) on dust piles, containing fugitive dust, and adjusting construction 
activities to respond to meteorological conditions, as appropriate. 


Noise and Vibration 


Where practicable, schedule individual project construction activities to avoid or 
minimize adverse impacts. Consider using noise barriers, including temporary barriers, 
semi-permanent barriers, noise curtains, and/or noise tents. Consider using vibration 
reducing techniques or mitigation measures. Consider how best to communicate the use 
of these techniques to the public. 

Coordinate construction activities with projects under construction in adjacent and nearby 
locations to avoid or minimize impacts. 

Consider condition of surrounding buildings, structures, infrastructure, and utilities, 
where appropriate. Consider whether pre-construction building inspections are 
warranted. Consider whether any special protection is needed for historic properties. 
Prepare contingency measures in the event established limits are exceeded. Consider 
steps to avoid generating noise/vibration from cumulative operations that may exceed 
noise limits. 

Consider establishing a public communication plan in order to keep the public informed 
and attempt to reduce public frustration. This plan could include regular public meetings, 
emails, a hotline, and other notices. The plan could also include expanded and clarified 
information on the construction impacts, operations and schedule. 

Consider whether a noise technician/acoustical engineer is needed during peak 
construction phases. 

Suggest restricting the use of certain types of equipment during noise/vibration-sensitive 
hours. Consider restricting night work all together. Consider sharing information 
specific to pile-driving and blasting operations and whether special notification 
procedures may be necessary. 


Other 


Consider whether temporary relocations of noise/vibration-sensitive receptors are an 
option or whether relocations are necessary. 


We encourage that each of the commitments outlined in Section 4.20 be included in the 
ROD. 

Consider how to communicate final forest planting mitigation plans that will be 
coordinated with the Department of Natural Resources to the public. 

Be sure to communicate construction related and/or permanent park access and other _ 
property access changes with the public as more information becomes available closer to 
construction. 

Suggest providing additional, more detailed information to the public during construction 
regarding construction generated dust and congestion and associated effects on 
community resources, as limited information was available at the time of the FEIS. 

As more information becomes available through coordination with utility service 
providers, please consider the best way to share this information with the public who may 
be impacted by service disruptions. Suggest memorializing how residents will be 
notified of disruptions, and when notifications will be given. Consider what steps/actions 
may need to be taken in the event of an unexpected service outage. 
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NCPC STAFF COMMENTS 


PROJECT: MTA/FTA Purple Line FEIS (NCPC File No. 6884) 


NCPC POINT OF CONTACT: Michael Weil (email: michael.weil@ncpc.gov, phone: 


202.482.7253) 


DATE: Oct. 30, 2013 





Section 


Page 


Comment 





4.6.1 Regulatory 
Context and 
Methodology - “U.S. 
Capper-Cramton Act 
of 1930” 


4-49 


4-49 


In reference to “NCPC has interpreted this Act to mean that any 
proposed development within the lands acquired with funding under 
the Capper-Cramton Act must be submitted to NCPC for review and 
to the M-NCPPC for review and approval.” Suggested Revision: 
NCPC has interpreted this Act to mean that any proposed 
development within the lands acquired with funding under the 
Capper-Cramton Act must be submitted to NCPC for review and 
approval, in addition to the M-NCPPC review process. 





In reference to “In compliance with the Capper-Cramton Act, the 
NCPC would review the analysis of the impacts of the project to these 
stream valley parks, and the M-NCPPC would approve the analysis 
based upon comments received from the NCPC.” Suggested Revision: 
In compliance with the Capper-Cramton Act, the NCPC would fully 
analyze and approve all proposed project-related changes to the 
stream valley parks with guidance from federal, State, and M- 
NCPPC planning policies, and public comments acquired through 
the NEPA process. 





4-49 


In reference to “During their review of the AA/DEIS, the NCPC sent 
correspondence, dated January 16, 2009, informing FTA and MTA 
that it will consider the following factors when reviewing plans for 
development in these parks...” Suggested Removal: “Approval of the 
alignment of the future extension of the Capital Crescent Trail.” 
NCPC would not have approval authority over any future Capital 
Crescent Trail improvements unless they require physical disturbance 
of Capper-Cramton acquired property. It appears from the preliminary 
construction plans (August, 2013) that this will not be the case. 





4.6.2 Affected 
Environment 


4-50 


In reference to “The five stream valley parks (Rock Creek, Sligo 
Creek, Northwest Branch, Paint Branch, and Anacostia River) are 
subject to NCPC review and M-NCPPC review and approval under 
the Capper-Cramton Act.” Suggested Revision: The five stream valley 
parks (Rock Creek, Sligo Creek, Northwest Branch, Paint Branch, and 
Anacostia River) are subject to review and approval by both NCPC 
and M-NCPPC under the Capper-Cramton Act. 











4-50 





In reference to “The five stream valley parks (Rock Creek, Sligo 
Creek, Northwest Branch, Paint Branch, and Anacostia River) are 
subject to NCPC review and M-NCPPC review and approval under 











the Capper-Cramton Act.” Suggested Additional Text: However, 
based on the preliminary engineering plans (August, 2013) 
analyzed by the FEIS, the project’s “limit of disturbance” will 
only impact Capper-Cramton acquired property within the Sligo 
Creek, Northwest Branch, and Anacostia River Stream Valley 
Parks. Physical improvements within Rock Creek Park are fully 
contained within county-owned right-of-way, and proposed 
improvements near Paint Branch Stream Valley Park are fully 
contained within the Paint Branch Parkway right-of-way. 





4.6.3 Preferred 
Alternative — Long- 
Term Operational 
Effects 


4-51 


In reference to “Approval of the alignment of the future extension of 
the Capital Crescent Trail...” Suggested Removal (listed item). While 
NCPC is always supportive of local/regional trail construction; 
promoting walking, recreation, and bicycling; and interested in the 
visual impacts of the proposed new bridges on Rock Creek Park as 
well as connecting the Rock Creek and Capital Crescent Trails, NCPC 
would not have approval authority over any future Capital Crescent 
Trail improvements unless they require physical disturbance of 
Capper-Cramton acquired property. It appears from the preliminary 
construction plans (August, 2013) that this will not be the case. 





Table 4-18 


4-57 


In reference to “Rock Creek Stream Valley Park” item (row # 6). 
Suggested Revision: The park and trail were purchased and developed 
using Capper-Cramton Act and POS funding. 





4-57 


In reference to “Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park” item (row # 10). 
Suggested Addition: The park was purchased and developed using 
Capper-Cramton funding. 





4-57 


In reference to “Paint Branch Stream Valley Park” item (row # 17). 
Suggested Revision: The park was purchased using Capper- 
Cramton Act and POS Funds. 





4.9.3 Long-Term 
Operational Effects 
—VAU 1 


4-85 


In reference to “The trail connection from the Capital Crescent Trail 
to the Rock Creek Trail would be a switchback path on the northeast 
side of the Preferred Alternative; while designated to minimize tree 
removal, it would nonetheless result in visual changes due to tree 
removal”. Additional Information Requested: Provide 1 or 2 photo 
simulations that show the area where the new switchback trail will be 
located (after construction) to show future visual conditions. 








4.9.3 Long-Term 
Operational Effects 
—VAU 4 


4-87 


In reference to “In this residential area of high sensitivity the 
Preferred Alternative would have a high visual impact particularly to 
residents”. Additional Information Requested: Provide 1 or 2 photo 
simulations of the facility through Sligo Creek Park to illustrate its 
“high visual impact” to the area. One photo-simulation could show a 
view along Wayne Avenue (after construction), through the parkland, 
and the other could show the facility crossing through the park at a 
view perpendicular to the Sligo Creek Parkway. 





4.13.3 Preferred 
Alternative - 








4-119 


Mitigation 





In reference to “Where forest impacts occur, MTA will comply with 
MDNR requirements for the final forest planting obligation.” 
Additional Information Requested: Please provide a little more 











information that summarizes the MDNR requirements in this section — 
including the tree replacement ratio/formula. 





4.13.3 Preferred 
Alternative — 
Avoidance and 
Minimization 


4-119 


In reference to “The CRZ of specimen trees to be retained will be 
protected during construction through the installation of tree 
protection strategies as detailed in the FCP that will be prepared for 
the project.” Additional Information Requested: What are the current 
tree removal estimates for each park crossing (Rock Creek Park, Sligo 
Creek, NW Branch, Anacostia, B-W Parkway)? Using current 
preliminary plans, how many trees will need to be re-planted based on 
MDNR requirements (for each park crossing)? 





4.14.1 Regulatory 
Context and 
Methodology 


4-120, 
121 


Energy Independence and Security Act (EISA), Section 438. EISA, 
Section 438 contains federal stormwater runoff requirements for 
projects on federal property (B-W Parkway) with a footprint that 
exceeds 5,000 square feet. If applicable, please add this to the list of 
requirements and provide supporting information about project 
compliance where appropriate. For more information, please access 
the EPA’s technical memorandum on Section 438 at the following 


web address - http://water.epa.gov/polwaste/nps/upload/eisa-438.pdf 





4.14.2 Affected 
Environment 


4-122 


In reference to “Several WQL segments have been identified by MDE 
within the project area, and the status and results of the TMDL 
process are summarized as follows: Sligo Creek, Northwest Branch... 
- TMDLs approved for bacteria, sediment impairments, nutrients, 
trash, and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs).” Additional Information 
Requested: Please provide specific TMDL information (numeric and 
pollutant type) under existing conditions in a summary table for each 
of these streams from the Purple Line Water Resources Technical 
Report (2013). 





4.14.3 Preferred 
Alternative 


4-127 


In reference to “While MTA has strived to avoid or minimize the water 
quality impacts, the project would increase impervious surfaces in the 


study area, which could increase the amount of surface runoff and 
potentially increase the level of contaminants such as heavy metals, 
salt, organic molecules, and nutrients in the surface runoff.” 


Additional Information Requested: Please provide specific 
information (numeric) related to the potential contaminant increases 
for each of the stream crossings, within the LOD, from the Purple 
Line Water Resources Technical Report (2013). 











4-128 





In reference to “To the extent that TMDL thresholds pertain to typical 
contaminants from impervious surfaces and transportation 
operations, the project stormwater BMPs designed in coordination 
with the MDE would minimize adverse impacts.” Additional 
Information Requested: Please describe the specific thresholds and 
contaminants that apply to each of the parkland crossings (in 
particular, Sligo Creek, NW Branch, Anacostia, Rock Creek Park), 
and provide examples of BMPs that could be used to minimize future 
potential adverse impacts. Also, please describe what is allowable by 
MDE standards related to future impacts from contaminant increases? 














Do all resulting increases have to be entirely mitigated or are there 
“acceptable” increase levels for each type of contaminant? Provide 
relevant information from the Purple Line Water Resources Technical 
Report (2013). 





Short-Term 
Construction Effects 
— Waters of the U.S. 

and Wetlands 


4-128 


4-129 


In reference to “The relocation of a section of Sligo Creek north of 
Wayne Avenue would result in the greatest impact.” Additional 
Information Requested: Please describe the impact in more detail, 
reinforced by data from the Purple Line Water Resources Technical 
Report (2013). 





Sligo Creek and Northeast Branch. Should these two streams be 
included in the Short-Term Construction Effects list? If so, please 
describe the project’s construction impacts to these streams, 
reinforced by data from the Purple Line Water Resources Technical 
Report (2013). 





4-130 


In reference to “MTA will restore Sligo Creek approximately 180 feet 
upstream and 180 feet downstream of the project bridge to provide 
long-term benefits and enhance its inherent characteristics.” 
Additional Information Requested: Insert a photo simulation to 
illustrate the future condition of the stream once constriction is 
complete. 





4.19.5 Preferred 
Alternative 


4-156 


In reference to “Both the Lyttonsville Yard and the Glenridge 


Maintenance Facility have been planned and designed in close 


coordination with neighborhood stakeholders and county officials to 
address community concerns and minimize adverse effects on 


residents.” Comment: Please continue to involve the Army (Forest 
Glen Annex) in planning for the Purple Line/Lyttonsville Maintenance 
Facility as those plans are further refined. 





4.20 Commitments - 
Parks, Recreational 
Facilities, and Open 
Space (Section 4.6) 


4-170 


In reference to “Coordinate selective tree clearing and identification 
of significant or champion trees with agencies having jurisdiction’. 
Suggested Revision: Coordinate selective tree clearing, identification 
of significant or champion trees, and plan refinement with 
agencies having jurisdiction to minimize the project’s impact to 
visual and park resources, stormwater management, and water 


quality. 








Visual Resources 
(Section 4.9) 


Habitat and Wildlife 
Section (Section 
4.13) 


Water Resources 
(Section 4.14) 





4-171 


4-172, 
173 


4-173 


Suggested Additional Bullet: MTA will continue to coordinate with 
M-NCPPC and NCPC in the stream valley parks that were 
funded through the Capper-Cramton Act as project plans are 
further refined. 





Suggested Additional Bullet: MTA will continue to coordinate with 
M-NCPPC and NCPC in the stream valley parks that were 
funded through the Capper-Cramton Act as project plans are 
further refined. 








Suggested Additional Bullet: MTA will continue to coordinate with 
M-NCPPC and NCPC in the stream valley parks that were 
funded through the Capper-Cramton Act as project plans are 
further refined. 











4.22 Anticipated 
Permits and 
Approvals 


6.4.1 Publicly 
Owned Parks and 
Recreational Areas — 
Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park 


4-176 


6-30 


In reference to Table 4-54. Additional Row Required: NCPC: Final 
approval of construction (minimum of 60-70% complete) and 
Environmental Compliance Plans for each of the affected 
“Capper-Cramton” stream valley parks. NCPC will be included 
in the coordination/review process for the Environmental 
Compliance Plans as they are developed to ensure project 
consistency with federal regional planning policies. Additionally, 
project plans for the alignment’s crossing under the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway will be coordinated with NPS and NCPC as 
they are refined, and submitted for Commission action at a final 
(60-70%) level of detail. 





In reference to “The FEIS Chapter 4.0 assessment of effects indicates 
that the Preferred Alternative would not cause noise, vibration, or 
visual effects on Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock Creek 
National Recreational Trial.” Additional Information Requested: 
Provide | or 2 photo simulations (either in this section or Section 4.0) 
to show the switchback trail area (after construction) to help illustrate 
future visual conditions, since this area will likely experience the 
greatest tree removal. In addition, provide estimates for the proposed 
tree removal and new tree plantings (to mitigate the removal) in the 
park, as well as a comparison of specific stormwater management and 
water quality-related measures between pre-project and post-project 
conditions from the Purple Line Water Resources Technical Report 
(2013). 








Sligo Creek Stream 
Valley Park 


6-34 


In reference to “While MTA intends to minimize tree removal during 
construction and implement selective clearing techniques, trees within 
the proposed work area would be impacted.” NCPC staff comment/ 
recommendation: The meeting notes with M-NCPPC (in Appendix I) 
indicate that approximately 29 trees will be removed. Include this 
information within the text for easier reference. 








Northwest Branch 
Stream Valley Park 





6-34 


6-48 


In reference to “Trees will be planted within Sligo Creek Stream 
Valley Park, where practical, to mitigate tree loss that occurs as a 
result of the proposed project.” Additional Information Requested / 
NCPC staff comment: Provide an estimate for how many trees will be 
planted to mitigate the tree removal, pursuant to applicable (State or 
County) requirements. The NCPC Comprehensive Plan includes a no 
net tree loss policy for projects within the National Capital Region. A 
photo simulation of the project area (looking towards the Wayne 
Avenue / Sligo Creek Parkway) once complete would help illustrate 
visual impacts. Lastly, provide a comparison of specific stormwater 
management and water quality-related measures between pre-project 
and post-project conditions from the Purple Line Water Resources 
Technical Report (2013). 








In reference to “FTA is proposing a de minimis use determination for 
the Preferred Alternative at Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park.” 
Additional Information Requested / NCPC staff comment: Provide 











estimates for number of trees to be removed and new trees planted as 
mitigation. The NCPC Comprehensive Plan includes a no net tree loss 
policy for projects within the National Capital Region. Lastly, provide 
a comparison of specific stormwater management and water quality- 
related measures between pre-project and post-project conditions from 
the Purple Line Water Resources Technical Report (2013). 





Anacostia River 
Stream Valley Park 


6-51 


In reference to “FTA is proposing a de minimis use determination for 
the Preferred Alternative at Anacostia River Stream Valley Park.” 
Additional Information Requested: Provide estimates for number of 
trees to be removed and new trees planted as mitigation, as well as a 
comparison of specific stormwater management and water quality- 
related measures between pre-project and post-project conditions from 
the Purple Line Water Resources Technical Report (2013). 





Baltimore- 
Washington 
Parkway 


6-54 


In reference to “FTA is proposing a de minimis use determination for 
the Preferred Alternative at the Baltimore-Washington Parkway 
because of the mitigation measures proposed and the coordination 
undertaken with NPS to minimize harm” Additional Information 
Requested: Provide estimates for number of trees to be removed, new 
trees planted as mitigation, and a comparison of specific stormwater 
management and water quality-related measures between pre-project 
and post-project conditions from the Purple Line Water Resources 
Technical Report (2013). Also, provide one post-project photo 
simulation from a driver’s perspective along the B-W Parkway, 
approaching the re-constructed bridge over Riverdale Road. 





Rock Creek Park 
Montgomery County 
Survey Area 


6-65 





In reference to “Tree removal would be required within the 
Montgomery County right-of-way for the construction of the proposed 
transitway and trail structures.” Suggestion: Reference earlier FEIS 
sections where more detailed estimates and photo simulations will be 
provided. 





Baltimore- 
Washington 
Parkway 


6-68 


In reference to “By refining the transitway alignment along the south 
side of Riverdale Road, MTA would permanently use approximately 
0.54 acres of land from the Baltimore-Washignton Parkway.” 
Suggested Revision: Change “0.54” to “0.61” for consistency with 
information provided in the rest of the document. 





6-68, 
69 


Suggested Revisions: Change “6.61” to “6.72” (temporary occupancy 
area) and “0.54” to “0.61” (permanent use) throughout the remainder 
of the section (including Figure 6-42) for consistency. 





Sligo Creek 
Parkway 


6-70, 
ral 


Suggested Revisions: Update Temporary Occupancy and Permanent 
Park Use figures on page 6-70 and in Figure 6-44 to make consistent 
with information provided earlier in the FEIS. 











6-70 





In reference to “In addition, FTA, MTA, and the MHT are preparing a 
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement that outlines commitments and 
mitigation concerning the Sligo Creek Parkway.” Suggested Revision 
/ NCPC staff comment: Please add “NCPC” to this sentence and 
contact us regarding this PA. To date, NCPC has not been involved 
with the Sligo Creek Parkway PA and with NCPC’s approval 











authority (with Section 106 responsibility) over any physical 
modifications to the park pursuant to the Capper-Cramton Act; staff 
should be included in the process as soon as possible. 





6-70 


In reference to “FTA is proposing a no adverse effect determination 
regarding the Sligo Creek Parkway.” and “The proposed permanent 
and temporary uses by the Preferred Alternative would not adversely 
affect the features, attributes or activities — historic parkway — that 
qualify the Sligo Creek Parkway for Section 4(f) protection.” 
Additional Information Requested: As previously suggested, provide | 
or 2 photo simulations of the Wayne Avenue / Sligo Creek Parkway 
here to show the project after completion. 





6.5.1 Park Agency 
Coordination 


6-96 


In reference to “The Baltimore-Washington Parkway is owned by the 
NPS, and as such, the NCPC has approval authority over this 
property as well.” Suggested Revision: The Baltimore- Washington 
Parkway is owned by the federal government, under the 
jurisdiction of the National Park Service. As federal property 
located within the National Capital Region, outside of the District 
of Columbia, the NCPC has advisory review authority over 
projects within the park. 











6-96 





In reference to “NCPC’s formal review process consists of three steps: 
....” Suggested Revision: NCPC’s formal process can consist of one, 
two, or three stages of Commission review, depending on the 
location and complexity of a project. Regarding the Purple Line, 
the Commission will likely review the project either as a two-stage 
(separate Preliminary and Final actions) or one-stage (combined 
Preliminary/Final action) review. NCPC’s future review timetable 
will depend on when detailed plans are available that adequately 
describe the project’s impacts/mitigation related to visual 
resources, water quality, stormwater management, and other 
environmental factors within the B-W Parkway and parklands 
acquired through Capper-Cramton funding. 
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October 15, 2013 


Mr. John Newton 

Maryland Transit Administration 
6 Saint Paul Street, Room 923 
Baltimore, MD 21202 


RE: Purple Line - Final Environmental Impact Statement & Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation 
Dear Mr. Newton: 


The Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) has reviewed the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
(FEIS) & Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation. MDE notes that the additional jurisdictional resources verified by the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers and MDE during the July 30, 2013 Supplemental Jurisdictional Determination Field 
Review are not included in the August, 2013 FEIS. The additional jurisdictional resources should be included in 
the FEIS document. Regardless, please note that the supplemental resources must be included in the forthcoming 
Joint Permit Application submittal. 


If you have any questions, please contact Ms. Emily Dolbin at (410) 662-7400 or by email at 
Emily.Dolbin@maryland.gov. 


Sincerely, 


g 







ir. 
Administrator 
Waterways Program 


cc: Maria Teresi, Corps of Engineers 
Amanda Sigillito, Chief, Nontidal Wetlands Division 
William Seiger, Chief, Waterway Construction Division 
Emily Dolbin, MDE Consultant Reviewer 
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Submission Content/Notes : MONTGOMERY COUNTY COUNCIL 
ROCKVILLE . MARYLAND 


VALERIE ERVIN COUNCILMEMBER DISTRICT 5 


October 3, 2013 


James T. Smith, Jr., Secretary of Transportation 
Maryland Department of Transportation 

720I Corporate Center Drive 

P.O. Box 548 

Hanover, Maryland 21076 


Dear Mr. Smith, 


| am writing regarding the Purple Line project's Final Envi ronmental 
Impact Statement and Draft Section 4(t) Evaluation (FEI S). As the 
district councilmember who represents the Silver Spring area, | would li 
ke to identify several issues for the Maryland Transit Administration 
(MTA) to address. 


Since my election to the County Council in 2006, | have met with 
numerous residents, businesses and organizations regarding the Purple 
Line project. Further, | have detailed, personal knowledge ofthis 
project, as | live blocks from Wayne Avenue in Si | ver Spring. Of the 21 
stations along the Purple Line's proposed alignment, almost half (eight) 
are in my council distr ict, from Lyttonsville to the Takoma/Langley area. 
There is no doubt 

that thi s six and a halfmile stretch of the Purple Line presents countless 
policy and quality of 

| ife issues. 


It is my opinion that the Purple Line will provide Montgomery County with 
much needed long-tenn transportation infrastructure and environmental 
benefits. However, | want to ensure that the implementation of the 
Purple Line does not negatively impact District 5 residents who live 
along the alignment. 
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First, | urge MTA to work with Montgomery County to design and build 
the best feasible Capital Crescent Trail in coordination with CSX 
Corporation, Inc. (CSX). A major component of the County Counci | 's 
Purple Line Functional Plan, which was unanimously approved in 20 | 0, 
was the Capital Crescent Trail (CCT), a shared use, off-road trail along a 
portion of the Purple Line alignment. The Council has already 
programmed funding in the Capital Improvements Program (CIP) to 
construct the trail. However, the FEIS includes language that states the 
CCT between Ta lbot A venue and Silver Spring can be finished only 
with CSX cooperation (p.4-158). 


Montgomery County has been encouraging non-automotive forms of 
transportation to help ease traffic congestion on our roadways. The 
County has implemented a bikeshare program and is moving forward 
with the Metropolitan Branch Trail and the Silver Spring Green Trail that 
connect to the CCT. While f am hopeful that MTA can get CSX 
cooperation in completing the Trail, | trust that a suitable alternative can 
be constructed if an agreement is not reached. As previously conveyed 
in a separate letter, | ask that you work with the 

Cou nty's Department of Transportation (DOT) to have an acceptable 
alternative plan in case 

the State is unable to secure approval from CSX. We need to ensure 
the viable and safe use of this important trail network. 


Second, MTA should work with the County and surrounding community 
to ensure that the Wayne A venue segment from the edge of downtown 
Silver Spring east to Sligo Creek retains the residential character of its 
adjacent neighborhoods. While higher density, mixed-use development 
characterizes many major activity centers such as Bethesda, Silver 
Spring, Takoma/Langley Park, College Park, and New Carrollton, the 
planned Dale Drive station (p.4- 

16) i s arguably one of the least dense of any of the stations along the 
alignment. Impacts of the 

Purple Line can be more noticeable in these residentia | areas than in 
the urban core. 


Of particular concern is the proposed traction power substation on 
Wayne Avenue and in other similarly low-density residential areas, such 
as in Lyttonsville and Long Branch. Specificall y, | ask that MTA staff 
continue to explore an alternative location on Wayne Avenue, including 
working with the school system to identify a location on MCPS property 
at Dale Drive and Wayne Avenue to relocate the substation in the 
parking lot when it is reconfigured during the construction of the Purple 
Line. For example, MTA staff worked with the Washington Suburban 
Sanitary Commission (WSSC), DOT and me to find an alternative design 
for the rail yard and shop in Lyttonsville. | applaud MTA for 
implementing a better arrangement in Lyttonsville, and | am certain that 
another one can be found to resolve this issue. 


Through unanimous approval of Resolution 16-1470, Purple Line 
Functional Plan, the County Council indicated that the State should plan 
for a "potential" future station on Wayne Avenue near Dale Drive in East 
Silver Spring, but not build a station without further consensus from the 
community. The Counci! further indicated its intent and desire, should 
the station ever be built, that the Purple Line station not be a predicate 
for "up-zoning" the single-fam il y residential neighborhood around it. 
Since the Council has not changed its position on this issue, | request 
that MTA work with the County to devise a means of determining 
community consensus for a station at this location before a station is 
ever built. 
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Third, | respectfully request that the State pursue all feasible measures 
to reduce the severity of adverse impacts on commercial and residential 
properties. This includes, but is not limited to: minimizing property 
acquisition; carefully working with the community to appropriately stage 
construction zones in a way that is sensitive to neighboring residents; 
and mitigating emissions and noise. MTA has a lready identified many 
measures to minimize or mitigate the impacts of the Purple Line. Please 
continue to work closely with property owners during this period. For 
example, the tunnel design in Long Branch generated many comments, 
and neighbors remain concerned about the alignment. In addi tion, 
where there is absolutely no way of avoiding full property acqu isitions, | 
encourage the State to wait to acquire property until the latest time 
feasible. There is no reason to have land sit vacant for an extended 
period oftime when it could be providing goods and services to the 
community. 


| completely agree with your statement in the September FEIS press 
release, asserting the need to ensure we are designing a project that 
minimizes community and environmental impacts while delivering 
improved accessibility and transit connectivity that gets people to where 
they want to go. | ama strong advocate for mass transit improvements 
and building 

the infrastructure that the County needs for its future, but this needs to 
be accompl ished in a way that does not adversely impact residents’ 
quality of life. While, at the end ofthe day, this is a State project, | hope 
to continue to work with MTA to ensure this proposed route improves the 
overall mobility of County residents, and delivers the economic and 
environmental benefits associated with other light rail projects 
throughout the country. 


Finall y, | would like to thank Mike Madden and his staff for their 
engagement efforts with community stakeholders along the alignment to 
date. Over the past several years, MTA's Purple Line team has indeed 
led an extensi ve publ ic outreach effort with local residents, businesses, 
non-profits and agency partners. | appreciate their will ingness to listen 
to concerns, openness to suggestions, and responsiveness to 
correspondence. 


Thank you in advance for considering this request. 1 look forward to 
continuing to work wi th MTA staff as new issues and concerns arise 
throughout the design, planning and implementation of this important 
project. Please feel free to contact my office at 240-777- 

7960 with any questions you may have about this letter. 


S inyere ly, *A 
(/ 


Valerie Ervin 
Counci Imember- District 5 


Attachments 


c: Michael Madden, MTA, Purple Line Project Manager Isiah Leggett, 
County Executive, Montgomery County Montgomery County 
Councilmembers 

Christopher Barclay, President, Board of Education, Montgomery 
County Public Schools 

Arthur Holmes, Director, Montgomery County Department of 
Transportation 

Franc;:oise Carrier, Chair, Montgomery County Planning Board, M- 
NCPPC 

Gwen Wright, Director, Montgomery County Department of Planning, M- 
NCPPC 

G lenn Orlin, Deputy Administrator, Montgomery County Council 
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MEMORANDUM TO:Isiah Leggett, County Executive 

FROM:Roger Berliner, Chair, Transportation, Infrastructure, Energy and 
Environment Committee Nancy Floreen, Member, Transportation, 
Infrastructure, Energy and Environment Committee Hans Riemer, 
Member, Transportation, Infrastructure, Energy, and Environment 
Committee Valerie Ervin, Councilmember, District 5 


DATE:September 13, 2013 


RE:Capital Crescent Trail and the Purple Line's Final Environmental 
Impact Statement 


As you know, the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the 
Purple Line was recently published. It not only describes how the Purple 
Line will significantly improve east-west mobility by providing frequent 
light rail service, it also discusses the Capital Crescent Trail - which, for 
the first time, provides a paved, separated trail from Bethesda to Silver 


Spring. Chapter 3, Page 13 of the FEIS reads: 


"Using funding to be provided by Montgomery County, the eastern 4.3 
miles of the Capital Crescent Trail from Bethesda to Silver Spring would 
be constructed and paved, replacing the existing Georgetown Branch 
Interim Trail between Bethesda and Stewart Avenue. The Capital 
Crescent Trail would provide a permanent trail, separate from the 
roadways, from Stewart Avenue into downtown Silver Spring.” 


Itis the footnote that follows which causes great concern for members 
of the Council and our constituents: 


"Preferred Alternative assumes that the permanent Capital Crescent 
Trail between Talbot Avenue and Silver Spring would be located in 
CSXT right-of- way in accordance with the County's land use plan. The 
completion of the trail in the CSXT corridor is contingent on agreement 
between Montgomery County and CSXT on the use of CSXT property 
on the north side of the CSXT tracks 

for the trail. If agreement is not reached by the time the Purple Line 
construction occurs, MTA would construct the trail from Bethesda to 
Talbot Avenue. From Talbot Avenue to Silver Spring, an interim signed 
bike route on local streets would be used." 


This is indeed a troubling forecast for the future of this section of the 
trail. Reaching downtown Silver Spring via a permanent trail separate 
from the roadway is vital in order to maximize the trail's utility. Yet the 
availability of the property needed, as the trail is currently planned, is 
very much in question. We believe we absolutely must do everything we 
can to work with CSXT toward completing this section of the trail: the 
FEIS makes it clear it is up to Montgomery County todo so. The 
current, signed bike route through local streets crosses a significant 
number of intersections and would greatly reduce the trail's value to 
pedestrians and bicyclists. On any kind of permanent basis, this is 
simply unacceptable. 
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In the meantime, at least one alternative to the route currently planned 
does exist, using available right of way on Fourth Avenue. Council staff 
is familiar with this alternative and agrees that it deserves serious 
exploration. We urge you to work with MTA to give this and any other 
possible alternatives serious consideration. 


We must act with a strong sense of urgency in engaging CSXT to 
provide our residents with the best trail experience possible. 
Meanwhile, we urge you to work with MTA to thoroughly examine the 
feasibility of existing off-road alternatives, so that if CSXT is unwilling to 
cooperate we at least have other options available that deliver on the 
promise of the Capital Crescent Trail as an off-road trail from Bethesda 
to Silver Spring. 


Thank you for your ongoing commitment to the Purple Line and to the 
Capital Crescent Trail. We look forward to your response. 


CC: Art Holmes, Director, Montgomery County Department of 
Transportation Mike Madden, Purple Line Project Manager, Maryland 


Transit Administration Franc;oise Carrier, Chair, Montgomery County 
Planning Board 


Glenn Orlin, Deputy Council Administrator, County Council 
Ron Tripp, Chair, Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail 
Attachments : Valerie Ervin.pdf (717 kb) 





MONTGOMERY COUNTY COUNCIL 


ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 


VALERIE ERVIN 
COUNCILMEMBER 
DisTrRicT 5 


October 3, 2013 


James T. Smith, Jr., Secretary of Transportation 
Maryland Department of Transportation 

7201 Corporate Center Drive 

P.O. Box 548 

Hanover, Maryland 21076 


Dear Mr. Smith, 


I am writing regarding the Purple Line project’s Final Environmental Impact 
Statement and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation (FEIS). As the district councilmember who 
represents the Silver Spring area, | would like to identify several issues for the Maryland 
Transit Administration (MTA) to address. 


Since my election to the County Council in 2006, I have met with numerous 
residents, businesses and organizations regarding the Purple Line project. Further, I have 
detailed, personal knowledge of this project, as I live blocks from Wayne Avenue in Silver 
Spring. Of the 21 stations along the Purple Line’s proposed alignment, almost half (eight) 
are in my council district, from Lyttonsville to the Takoma/Langley area. There is no doubt 
that this six and a half mile stretch of the Purple Line presents countless policy and quality of 
life issues. 


It is my opinion that the Purple Line will provide Montgomery County with much 
needed long-term transportation infrastructure and environmental benefits. However, | want 
to ensure that the implementation of the Purple Line does not negatively impact District 5 
residents who live along the alignment. 
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First, | urge MTA to work with Montgomery County to design and build the best 
feasible Capital Crescent Trail in coordination with CSX Corporation, Inc. (CSX). A major 
component of the County Council’s Purple Line Functional Plan, which was unanimously 
approved in 2010, was the Capital Crescent Trail (CCT), a shared use, off-road trail along a 
portion of the Purple Line alignment. The Council has already programmed funding in the 
Capital Improvements Program (CIP) to construct the trail. However, the FEIS includes 
language that states the CCT between Talbot Avenue and Silver Spring can be finished only 
with CSX cooperation (p.4-158). 


Montgomery County has been encouraging non-automotive forms of transportation to 
help ease traffic congestion on our roadways. The County has implemented a bikeshare 
program and is moving forward with the Metropolitan Branch Trail and the Silver Spring 
Green Trail that connect to the CCT. While I am hopeful that MTA can get CSX cooperation 
in completing the Trail, | trust that a suitable alternative can be constructed if an agreement is 
not reached. As previously conveyed in a separate letter, | ask that you work with the 
County’s Department of Transportation (DOT) to have an acceptable alternative plan in case 
the State is unable to secure approval from CSX. We need to ensure the viable and safe use 
of this important trail network. 


Second, MTA should work with the County and surrounding community to ensure that 
the Wayne Avenue segment from the edge of downtown Silver Spring east to Sligo Creek 
retains the residential character of its adjacent neighborhoods. While higher density, mixed-use 
development characterizes many major activity centers such as Bethesda, Silver Spring, 
Takoma/Langley Park, College Park, and New Carrollton, the planned Dale Drive station (p.4- 
16) is arguably one of the least dense of any of the stations along the alignment. Impacts of the 
Purple Line can be more noticeable in these residential areas than in the urban core. 


Of particular concern is the proposed traction power substation on Wayne Avenue 
and in other similarly low-density residential areas, such as in Lyttonsville and Long Branch. 
Specifically, | ask that MTA staff continue to explore an alternative location on Wayne 
Avenue, including working with the school system to identify a location on MCPS property 
at Dale Drive and Wayne Avenue to relocate the substation in the parking lot when it is 
reconfigured during the construction of the Purple Line. For example, MTA staff worked 
with the Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC), DOT and me to find an 
alternative design for the rail yard and shop in Lyttonsville. | applaud MTA for 
implementing a better arrangement in Lyttonsville, and I am certain that another one can be 
found to resolve this issue. 


Through unanimous approval of Resolution 16-1470, Purple Line Functional Plan, 
the County Council indicated that the State should plan for a “potential” future station on 
Wayne Avenue near Dale Drive in East Silver Spring, but not build a station without further 
consensus from the community. The Council further indicated its intent and desire, should 
the station ever be built, that the Purple Line station not be a predicate for “up-zoning” the 
single-family residential neighborhood around it. Since the Council has not changed its 
position on this issue, I request that MTA work with the County to devise a means of 
determining community consensus for a station at this location before a station is ever built. 
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Third, I respectfully request that the State pursue all feasible measures to reduce the 
severity of adverse impacts on commercial and residential properties. This includes, but is not 
limited to: minimizing property acquisition; carefully working with the community to 
appropriately stage construction zones in a way that is sensitive to neighboring residents; and 
mitigating emissions and noise. MTA has already identified many measures to minimize or 
mitigate the impacts of the Purple Line. Please continue to work closely with property owners 
during this period. For example, the tunnel design in Long Branch generated many comments, 
and neighbors remain concerned about the alignment. In addition, where there is absolutely no 
way of avoiding full property acquisitions, I encourage the State to wait to acquire property 
until the latest time feasible. There is no reason to have land sit vacant for an extended period 
of time when it could be providing goods and services to the community. 


I completely agree with your statement in the September FEIS press release, asserting 
the need to ensure we are designing a project that minimizes community and environmental 
impacts while delivering improved accessibility and transit connectivity that gets people to 
where they want to go. | am a strong advocate for mass transit improvements and building 
the infrastructure that the County needs for its future, but this needs to be accomplished in a 
way that does not adversely impact residents’ quality of life. While, at the end of the day, 
this is a State project, | hope to continue to work with MTA to ensure this proposed route 
improves the overall mobility of County residents, and delivers the economic and 
environmental benefits associated with other light rail projects throughout the country. 


Finally, I would like to thank Mike Madden and his staff for their engagement efforts 
with community stakeholders along the alignment to date. Over the past several years, 
MTA’s Purple Line team has indeed led an extensive public outreach effort with local 
residents, businesses, non-profits and agency partners. | appreciate their willingness to listen 
to concerns, openness to suggestions, and responsiveness to correspondence. 


Thank you in advance for considering this request. | look forward to continuing to 
work with MTA staff as new issues and concerns arise throughout the design, planning and 
implementation of this important project. Please feel free to contact my office at 240-777- 
7960 with any questions you may have about this letter. 


ind 


Valerie Ervin 
Councilmember — District 5 


Attachments 


c: Michael Madden, MTA, Purple Line Project Manager 
Isiah Leggett, County Executive, Montgomery County 
Montgomery County Councilmembers 
Christopher Barclay, President, Board of Education, Montgomery County Public Schools 
Arthur Holmes, Director, Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
Frangoise Carrier, Chair, Montgomery County Planning Board, M-NCPPC 
Gwen Wright, Director, Montgomery County Department of Planning,, M-NCPPC 
Glenn Orlin, Deputy Administrator, Montgomery County Council 
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY COUNCIL 


ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 
ROGER BERLINER CHAIRMAN 
COUNCILMEMBER TRANSPORTATION, INFRASTRUCTURE 
DISTRICT | ENERGY & ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 


MEMORANDUM 
TO: Isiah Leggett, County Executive 


FROM: Roger Berliner, Chair, Transportation, Infrastructure, Energy and Environment Committee 
Nancy Floreen, Member, Transportation, Infrastructure, Energy and Environment Committee 
Hans Riemer, Member, Transportation, Infrastructure, Energy, and Environment Committee 
Valerie Ervin, Councilmember, District 5 


DATE: September 13, 2013 


RE: Capital Crescent Trail and the Purple Line’s Final Environmental Impact Statement 


As you know, the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Purple Line was recently 
published. It not only describes how the Purple Line will significantly improve east-west mobility by 
providing frequent light rail service, it also discusses the Capital Crescent Trail — which, for the first 
time, provides a paved, separated trail from Bethesda to Silver Spring. Chapter 3, Page 13 of the FEIS 
reads: 


“Using funding to be provided by Montgomery County, the eastern 4.3 miles of 
the Capital Crescent Trail from Bethesda to Silver Spring would be constructed 
and paved, replacing the existing Georgetown Branch Interim Trail between 
Bethesda and Stewart Avenue. The Capital Crescent Trail would provide a 
permanent trail, separate from the roadways, from Stewart Avenue into 
downtown Silver Spring.” 


It is the footnote that follows which causes great concern for members of the Council and our 
constituents: 


“Preferred Alternative assumes that the permanent Capital Crescent Trail 
between Talbot Avenue and Silver Spring would be located in CSXT right-of- 
way in accordance with the County's land use plan. The completion of the trail 
in the CSXT corridor is contingent on agreement between Montgomery County 
and CSXT on the use of CSXT property on the north side of the CSXT tracks 
for the trail. If agreement is not reached by the time the Purple Line construction 
occurs, MTA would construct the trail from Bethesda to Talbot Avenue. From 
Talbot Avenue to Silver Spring, an interim signed bike route on local streets 
would be used.” 


This is indeed a troubling forecast for the future of this section of the trail. Reaching downtown Silver 
Spring via a permanent trail separate from the roadway is vital in order to maximize the trail's utility. 
Yet the availability of the property needed, as the trail is currently planned, is very much in question. 
We believe we absolutely must do everything we can to work with CSXT toward completing this 
section of the trail: the FEIS makes it clear it is up to Montgomery County to do so. The current, 
signed bike route through local streets crosses a significant number of intersections and would greatly 
reduce the trail’s value to pedestrians and bicyclists. On any kind of permanent basis, this is simply 
unacceptable. 
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In the meantime, at least one alternative to the route currently planned does exist, using available right 
of way on Fourth Avenue. Council staff is familiar with this alternative and agrees that it deserves 
serious exploration. We urge you to work with MTA to give this and any other possible alternatives 
serious consideration. 


We must act with a strong sense of urgency in engaging CSXT to provide our residents with the best 
trail experience possible. Meanwhile, we urge you to work with MTA to thoroughly examine the 
feasibility of existing off-road alternatives, so that if CSXT is unwilling to cooperate we at least have 
other options available that deliver on the promise of the Capital Crescent Trail as an off-road trail from 
Bethesda to Silver Spring. 


Thank you for your ongoing commitment to the Purple Line and to the Capital Crescent Trail. We look 
forward to your response. 


CC: Art Holmes, Director, Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
Mike Madden, Purple Line Project Manager, Maryland Transit Administration 
Francoise Carrier, Chair, Montgomery County Planning Board 
Glenn Orlin, Deputy Council Administrator, County Council 
Ron Tripp, Chair, Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail 
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Comment Date : 10/15/2013 


Business/Agency/Associati City of Takoma Park 
on Name : 


State : MD 


Submission Content/Notes : Introduced by: Councilmember Seamens 


CITY OF TAKOMA PARK, MARYLAND RESOLUTION 2013-64 


Commenting on the Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement 
(FEIS) 


WHEREAS, on August 5, 2013, Governor Martin O'Malley announced 
$680 million in state funding for the Purple Line, with the remainder to be 
paid for with a combination of federal grants, state and local financial 
contributions, and private investment; and 


WHEREAS, the State of Maryland has completed studying the 
alignment and mode alternatives for the Purple Line and has written the 
Final Environmental Impact Statement; and 


WHEREAS, the Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement 
(FEIS) was transmitted to the City of Takoma Park for official review, 
and is available for public comment through October 21, 2013; and 


WHEREAS, the "Takoma Park Neighborhood" described on Pages 4- 
25 and 4-27 of the FEIS, is based on the Metropolitan Washington 
Council of Governments’ Traffic Analysis Zones, which include sections 
of East Silver Spring that are not within the City boundaries, and does 
not include sections ofWards 1, 2, 3, and 6 in Takoma Park; and 


WHEREAS, the environmental, transportation, and economic 
development benefits documented in the FEIS are recognized and 
supported by the City of Takoma Park; and 


WHEREAS, the Planning Boards of Montgomery County and Prince 
George's County have recently adopted Sector Plans that recommend 
changes and rezoned the area around the Takoma/Langley Transit 
Center stop, in each respective County, in preparation for transit 
oriented development; and 


WHEREAS, the Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan, adopted by 
Montgomery County in June 2012, recommends 15-foot sidewalks along 
University Boulevard, achieved through a dedicated Public Improvement 
Easement on private property; and 


WHEREAS, the New Hampshire Avenue Corridor Concept Plan and 
Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan recommend a multi-way 
boulevard for New Hampshire Avenue in Takoma Park, transforming it 
into a pleasant and attractive regional destination and community asset, 
by reducing traffic soeeds, enhancing pedestrian safety, and increasing 
bicycle usage; and 


WHEREAS, the Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan outlines 
several economic development recommendations for the commercial 
area impacted by the Purple Line, to support the dynamic range of 
existing businesses and encourage mixed- use redevelopment; and 


WHEREAS, the Maryland Transit Administration and State Highway 
Administration have proposed reducing University Boulevard to two 
automobile lanes in each direction, in response to community concerns 
over pedestrian safety and circulation, as well as right-of-way impacts to 
private property, and subsequent business 

displacements; and 


WHEREAS, properties identified for land acquisition in "Takoma Park 


Neighborhood" discussed on Pages 4-25,4-27, and 4-161 ofthe FEIS, 
are not within the City boundaries; and 


WHEREAS, demographic information discussed in the FEIS for 
Takoma Park also refer to the "Takoma Park Neighborhood" area, and 
does not reflect the City's corporate limits; and 


WHEREAS, a"Green Track" consisting of plant material for aesthetic 
and stormwater management purposes is one of four track options 
being considered for the Purple Line, outlined on page 2-29 of the FEIS; 
and 


WHEREAS, the areas in Takoma Park and Langley Park adjacent to 
the Takoma/Langley Transit Center Purple Line station have been 
identified as Environmental Justice Areas in FEIS, defined by their 
higher proportions oflow-income and minority populations; and 


WHEREAS, Federal guidance under the National Environmental 
Protection Act (NEPA) requires a specialized outreach strategy and 
meetings to document and address the needs of the community in these 
Environmental Justice Areas; and 


WHEREAS, the residential and business community identified housing 
affordability and the displacement of existing small businesses around 
Purple Line stations as specific concerns during Purple Line meetings; 
and 


WHEREAS, the Maryland Transit Administration will implement a 
Business Impact Minimization Plan after evaluation ofbest practices and 
lessons learned from other light rail construction projects. 


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council ofthe City 
offakoma Park expresses appreciation to the State of Maryland and the 
Maryland Transit Administration for the high-quality work in planning the 
Purple Line transit way and engaging the community; to the Executives 
and Councils of Montgomery County and Prince George's County for 
their support 


of the Purple Line transit way; and commends the decision by Maryland 
Transit Administration and Maryland State Highway Administration to 
reduce University Boulevard to two lanes in each direction with the 
Purple Line construction; and 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City 
offakoma Park urges the use of a "Green Track" in commercial areas 
such as Takoma/Langley Crossroads and Long Branch; and 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 
Takoma Park urges the Maryland Transit Administration to implement 
its Business Impact Minimization Plan in coordination with other State 
and County agencies, and business organizations in the 
Takoma/Langley Crossroads area, and encourages Montgomery and 
Prince George's Counties to implement housing affordability strategies 
around the Takoma/Langley Transit Center, Piney Branch Road, and 
Long Branch Purple Line stations; and 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of 
Takoma Park urges the Secretary of Transportation to continue working 
with the State Highway Administration to develop transit areas that 
enhance comfort, beauty, accessibility, and safety standards for all 
transit users, especially pedestrians and bicyclists; and 


Attachments : 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City ofTakoma 
Park strongly supports a request for federal funding that will result in the 
construction of the entire Purple Line rather than breaking construction 
into lengthy phases. 


Adopted this 7th day of October, 2013. Attest: 


essie Carpenter, CMC 
City Clerk 
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Introduced by: Councilmember Seamens 


CITY OF TAKOMA PARK, MARYLAND 
RESOLUTION 2013-64 


Commenting on the Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


on August 5, 2013, Governor Martin O'Malley announced $680 million in state 
funding for the Purple Line, with the remainder to be paid for with a combination 
of federal grants, state and local financial contributions, and private investment; 
and 


the State of Maryland has completed studying the alignment and mode alternatives 
for the Purple Line and has written the Final Environmental Impact Statement; and 


the Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) was transmitted to 
the City of Takoma Park for official review, and is available for public comment 
through October 21, 2013; and 


the "Takoma Park Neighborhood" described on Pages 4-25 and 4-27 of the FEIS, 
is based on the Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments' Traffic 
Analysis Zones, which include sections of East Silver Spring that are not within 
the City boundaries, and does not include sections ofWards 1, 2, 3, and 6 in 
Takoma Park; and 


the environmental, transportation, and economic development benefits documented 
in the FEIS are recognized and supported by the City of Takoma Park; and 


the Planning Boards of Montgomery County and Prince George's County have 
recently adopted Sector Plans that recommend changes and rezoned the area 
around the Takoma/Langley Transit Center stop, in each respective County, in 
preparation for transit oriented development; and 


the Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan, adopted by Montgomery County in 
June 2012, recommends 15-foot sidewalks along University Boulevard, achieved 
through a dedicated Public Improvement Easement on private property; and 


the New Hampshire Avenue Corridor Concept Plan and Takoma/Langley 
Crossroads Sector Plan recommend a multi-way boulevard for New Hampshire 
Avenue in Takoma Park, transforming it into a pleasant and attractive regional 
destination and community asset, by reducing traffic speeds, enhancing pedestrian 
safety, and increasing bicycle usage; and 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 


the Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan outlines several economic 
development recommendations for the commercial area impacted by the Purple 
Line, to support the dynamic range of existing businesses and encourage mixed- 
use redevelopment; and 


the Maryland Transit Administration and State Highway Administration have 
proposed reducing University Boulevard to two automobile lanes in each direction, 
in response to community concerns over pedestrian safety and circulation, as well as 
right-of-way impacts to private property, and subsequent business 

displacements; and 


properties identified for land acquisition in "Takoma Park Neighborhood" 
discussed on Pages 4-25,4-27, and 4-161 ofthe FEIS, are not within the City 
boundaries; and 


demographic information discussed in the FEIS for Takoma Park also refer to the 
"Takoma Park Neighborhood" area, and does not reflect the City's corporate 
limits; and 


a"Green Track" consisting of plant material for aesthetic and stormwater 
management purposes is one of four track options being considered for the Purple 
Line, outlined on page 2-29 of the FEIS; and 


the areas in Takoma Park and Langley Park adjacent to the Takoma/Langley 
Transit Center Purple Line station have been identified as Environmental Justice 
Areas in FEIS, defined by their higher proportions oflow-income and minority 
populations; and 


Federal guidance under the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) 
requires a specialized outreach strategy and meetings to document and address the 
needs of the community in these Environmental Justice Areas; and 


the residential and business community identified housing affordability and the 
displacement of existing small businesses around Purple Line stations as specific 
concerns during Purple Line meetings; and 


the Maryland Transit Administration will implement a Business Impact 
Minimization Plan after evaluation ofbest practices and lessons learned from other 
light rail construction projects. 


NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council ofthe City ofTakoma Park 
expresses appreciation to the State of Maryland and the Maryland Transit Administration for the 
high-quality work in planning the Purple Line transit way and engaging the community; to the 
Executives and Councils of Montgomery County and Prince George's County for their support 


of the Purple Line transit way; and commends the decision by Maryland Transit Administration 
and Maryland State Highway Administration to reduce University Boulevard to two lanes in 
each direction with the Purple Line construction; and 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City offakoma Park urges the use 
of a"Green Track" in commercial areas such as Takoma/Langley Crossroads and Long Branch; 


and 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Takoma Park urges the 
Maryland Transit Administration to implement its Business Impact Minimization Plan in 
coordination with other State and County agencies, and business organizations in the 
Takoma/Langley Crossroads area, and encourages Montgomery and Prince George's Counties to 
implement housing affordability strategies around the Takoma/Langley Transit Center, Piney 
Branch Road, and Long Branch Purple Line stations; and 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Takoma Park urges the 
Secretary of Transportation to continue working with the State Highway Administration to 
develop transit areas that enhance comfort, beauty, accessibility, and safety standards for all 
transit users, especially pedestrians and bicyclists; and 


BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council of the City ofTakoma Park strongly 


supports a request for federal funding that will result in the construction of the entire Purple Line 
rather than breaking construction into lengthy phases. 


Adopted this 7th day of October, 2013. 


Attest: 


is or - 


essie Carpenter, CMC 
City Clerk 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


10/18/2013 

Terry 

Schum 

City of College Park 


4500 Knox Road 

College Park, Maryland 

MD 

20740 
tschum@collegeparkmd.gov 


The Mayor and Council of the City of College Park reviewed the FEIS 
and continue to support construction of the Purple Line. They would like 
to call the following to your attention: 


1. On page 4-27, the population of College Park is reported at 28,200 
when according to the 2010 census it is 30,413. Racial distribution is 
also incorrectly reported and should be 63% white, 14% African 
American, 13% Asian, 6% some other race and 12% Hispanic. 


2. Table 4.2 on page 4-19 lists Planned Developments and includes the 
UMD East Campus Redevelopment Initiative and the College Park 
Metro Development. The descriptions of future development appear to 
be overstated as East Campus is no longer envisioned as a College 
Town Center and less development is proposed on the WMATA property 
at the station. The transit district development plan for the entire area is 
currently being updated by the M-NCPPC and will contain more current 
projections of actual development potential. 


3. An extensive amount of property will be taken from the American 
Center of Physics and University of Maryland in order to provide the 
exclusive transitway on the south side of River Road. Additional analysis 
is recommended to determine if a more pedestrian-friendly and transit- 
oriented development on-road solution is feasible without negatively 
impacting travel times. Consideration should be given to shared lanes, a 
center platform and alternative stormwater treatments in order to 
minimize the ultimate right-of-way and acquisition impacts. Placement of 
the line within the roadway would maximize the flexible and hybrid 
nature of light rail and help to create the more urban environment that is 
desired in this area. 
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Todd 
Hoffman 
Town of Chevy Chase 


thoffman@townofchevychase.org 
Please see attached comments from the Town of Chevy Chase 





Todd Hoffman 

Town Manager 

Town of Chevy Chase, Maryland 

4301 Willow Lane 

Chevy Chase, MD 20815 

301-654-7144 (P) 

301-718-9631 (F) 
thoffman@townofchevychase.org<mailto:thoffman@townofchevychase. 
org> 
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Patricia Burda, Mayor 

Kathy Strom, Vice Mayor 

Al Lang, Secretary 

David Lublin, Treasurer 

John Bickerman, Community Liaison 


Executive Summary 
Town of Chevy Chase Purple Line FEIS Comments 


October 21, 2013 


The Town of Chevy Chase asserts that conducting a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) at 
this time is also not appropriate because of 1) fundamental changes in estimated costs for the 
proposed Purple Line light rail project; and 2) flaws in the FEIS technical analysis that negatively 
affect the quality of the analysis and related decision making. 


Therefore, the Town calls for MTA to perform a new DEIS with consideration of new alternatives or 
to perform a supplemental DEIS comparing the same alternatives but with corrected cost information 
and any other new information. 


1) Projected Purple Line Costs: 

e The estimated costs for the locally preferred alternative (“LPA”) selected in 2009 after 
MTA’s preparation of the DEIS in 2008 have skyrocketed. At that time, the Town stated, 
“MTA understates the costs of the Light Rail Transit (LRT) alternatives.” Cost estimates of 
the LPA have been increasing well beyond the low inflation levels of the past four years. 


e Inthe most recently published annual FTA report, capital costs for the selected light rail 
project jumped over 10%, by nearly $200 million between 2011 and 2012. Capital costs 
have been increasing at this pace since MTA selected the LPA in 2009, with an increase of 
over $600 million in the period between 2009 and 2012. 


e This significant factual change after the preparation of the DEIS and after the selection of the 
light rail LPA shows that the comparison of alternatives in the DEIS in 2008 and the 
selection of the LPA in 2009 were based upon fundamentally inaccurate cost information. 


e With the costs currently being cited for the LPA, it is possible the Purple Line light rail 
option in the FEIS would not have qualified as a reasonable alternative for study in the DEIS 
under MTA’s own reasoning at that time. 
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August 2009 $1.517 


June 2007 


The following table shows available cost estimates between 2007 and 2012: 


Date Estimated Cost Source for Estimate 
In Billions 


June 2007 Approximately $1.0 MTA Representative at Town of Chevy 


Chase Public Meeting 
Announcement of Locally Preferred 
Alternative 





September 2011 $1.925 FTA Annual Report 
September 2012 $2.151 FTA Annual Report and FEIS 





The following table shows the estimates adjusted to 2012 dollars: 













Estimated Cost In Billions 


Approximately $1.1 (in 2012 dollars 


Date 





August 2009 $1.62 (in 2012 dollars 
September 201 1 $1.96 (in 2012 dollars 





September 2012 $2.151 






2) Flaws in the Technical Analysis: 


The Town of Chevy Chase submitted a response to the Purple Line AA/DEIS in 2008 that 
highlighted concerns with the MTA’s assessment of the environmental impacts that will likely be 
imposed by the project. The Town of Chevy Chase was and still is of the opinion that the AA/DEIS 
failed to accomplish the following: 


Fully and fairly evaluate the Low Investment BRT alternative, including an accurate 
quantification of its ridership potential. 


Analyze the environmental impacts associated with each alternative separately and 
comparably to form a basis for comparison. 


Reasonably estimate the costs and benefits of light rail alternatives. 


Analyze the socio-economic aspects of potential growth, as well as the environmental 
impacts that such growth may spur. 


Today we raise additional technical concerns with the publication of the Purple Line FEIS. 


All design elements of the Preferred Alternative are not presented in the FEIS, and thus the 
public is not allowed the opportunity to review and comment on all aspects of the proposed 
action. 


In addition, the FEIS does not allow for full assessment of the Preferred Alternative, as some 
significant design element modifications have been proposed, and some continue to be 
proposed since the publication of the FEIS. 
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SUBMITTED BY E-MAIL 
October 21, 2013 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, Maryland 21201 


Re: Town of Chevy Chase Comments on Purple Line FEIS 


Dear Sir or Madam: 


The Town of Chevy Chase, a community of over 1000 households and 2800 
residents adjacent to the western most portion of the Georgetown Branch of the 
Capital Crescent Trail, submits the following comments, and a separate technical 
report, regarding the Final Environmental Impact Statement and Draft Section 4(f). 
Evaluation (“FEIS”) for the Maryland Transit Administration’s Purple Line Project. 
The Federal Transit Administration (“FTA”) is the lead federal agency for the FEIS, 
the Maryland Transit Administration (“MTA”) is the project sponsor for the FEIS and 
the National Park Service and the National Capital Planning Commission are 
cooperating agencies. For ease of reference throughout these comments, we will 
refer to MTA as the author of the FEIS since MTA is the project sponsor. 


The Town contends that its comments previously submitted on January 13, 2009 
regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (“DEIS”) for the Purple Line 
continue to be valid since a number of important concerns expressed therein have 
not been adequately addressed in the FEIS, and we continue to have a range of 
concerns about the manner in which project alternatives were analyzed during the 
DEIS stage of the environmental process. For example and as explained below, the 
alternatives analysis favored light rail during the NEPA environmental process prior 
to the selection of the locally preferred alternative. Additionally, MTA did not 
properly evaluate the impacts of the development at Chevy Chase Lake so that it 
could be compared with the environmental effects of other proposals that will not 
foster such development. These flaws have negatively affected the quality of the 
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environmental analysis as well as decision-making based upon that analysis, 
including the decision to conduct an FEIS rather than a new DEIS or supplemental 
DEIS, notwithstanding fundamentally changed project information. 


Conducting an FEIS at this time is also not appropriate because of fundamental 
changes in projected costs for the proposed Purple Line light rail project. These 
changes require either a new DEIS that reconsiders reasonable alternatives for the 
Purple Line corridor or a supplemental DEIS with updated, correct cost estimates 
and a comparison of alternatives based upon this information. Further, because of 
the cost implications of any project selected for the Purple Line corridor, a new 
environmental justice analysis for the corridor is necessary in either the new DEIS 
or supplemental DEIS in order to consider whether project costs will cause 
degraded local bus service in the corridor because of tightened resources. 


Finally, the FEIS is not appropriate at this time because of the new design features of 
the locally preferred alternative (“LPA”) which are raised for the first time in the 
FEIS and have not been subject to appropriate analysis. The attached detailed 
technical report identifies some of these features, and addresses significant specific 
impacts on the Town and mitigation measures identified in the FEIS. The technical 
report addresses particular elements of the FEIS and makes recommendations for 
appropriate actions based upon the FEIS; however, our preference is that MTA first 
take one of the actions we describe below. 


Summary 


Estimated project costs have been important in MTA’s decision making for the 
Purple Line Corridor since the beginning of the environmental process under the 
National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”). For example, MTA eliminated projects 
with a heavy rail component from study in the DEIS because MTA viewed their 
estimated costs as “prohibitive.” Having valid estimated costs of alternatives is built 
into the NEPA environmental process in that, under the relevant NEPA regulation, 
only “reasonable alternatives” may be evaluated in a DEIS. 23 CFR 771.123(c). 


The estimated costs for the locally preferred alternative (“LPA”) selected in 2009 
after MTA’s preparation of the DEIS in 2008 have skyrocketed. At that time, the 
Town stated, “MTA understates the costs of the Light Rail (LRT) alternatives.” Cost 
estimates of the LPA have been increasing well beyond the low inflation levels of the 
past four years. For example, in the most recently published annual FTA report, 
capital costs for the selected light rail project jumped over 10%, by nearly $200 
million between 2011 and 2012. Capital costs have been increasing at this pace 
since MTA selected the LPA in 2009, with an increase of over $600 million in the 
period between 2009 and 2012. 


This significant factual change after the preparation of the DEIS and after the 
selection of the light rail LPA shows that the comparison of alternatives in the DEIS 
in 2008 and the selection of the LPA in 2009 were based upon fundamentally 
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inaccurate cost information. For some transportation projects, this problem could 
be corrected in an FEIS that continues to evaluate the cost of a full range of 
alternatives and then allows this updated, accurate information to form the basis for 
selection of a project after the conclusion of the FEIS. However, for projects 
following FTA’s process for major capital investments (also known as the FTA “New 
Starts” process), this is not a realistic option since local decision makers select a 
single project for advancement in FTA’s New Starts process prior to the FEIS. The 
project selection is based upon the comparison of alternatives in a DEIS. 


A DEIS with flawed cost information, and a subsequent project selection from a 
range of project alternatives based upon that flawed information, can only be 
repaired at the DEIS level rather than the FEIS level since the FEIS does not continue 
to compare the “build” alternatives from the DEIS. Therefore, given the faulty cost 
estimate in the DEIS, an FEIS is not appropriate at this stage, and, as explained 
below, MTA should perform a new DEIS with consideration of new alternatives or 
perform a supplemental DEIS comparing the same alternatives but with corrected 
cost information and any other new information. 


Increased cost projections also raise increased environmental justice concerns since 
the high cost of the project may deplete resources to such an extent that bus service 
for transit-dependent low income and minority riders could be degraded in the 
Purple Line corridor. A new DEIS or a supplemental DEIS should evaluate the extent 
to which these populations could suffer degraded service in the Purple Line corridor 
because of the cost of the Purple Line project. 


In the four numbered sections below, we explain these matters in greater detail. 


1. Estimated Costs Were Significant NEPA-Driven Considerations In Selecting 
Reasonable Alternatives For Study In The DEIS And In Comparing The Selected 
Alternatives In The DEIS. 


In the DEIS, MTA explains the scoping process it followed for identifying the 
alternatives that would be further studied in the DEIS. MTA explains in the DEIS: 
“Alternatives identified during the scoping process that did not support the purpose 
and need for the Purple Line were not considered ‘reasonable 

alternatives.’ Alternatives that did not pass the reasonableness standard were 
eliminated from further consideration.” DEIS, Page 2-1. MTA further explains: 
“Heavy Rail (Metrorail) and monorail were eliminated from consideration for the 
Purple Line corridor due to prohibitive costs and the availability of other viable 
alternatives.” Id. If cost is a reason for eliminating an alternative for detailed study, 
the relevant FTA NEPA regulation requires that the DEIS provide a discussion of this 
reason. See 23 CFR 771.123. Based upon this NEPA requirement, it is clear that the 
discussion of cost in the DEIS was NEPA-driven from the very start of the DEIS 
process. Since the cost estimates for the DEIS were so integral it, and, as explained 
below in Section 2, have proven to be fundamentally incorrect, we believe this must 
be repaired through the NEPA actions we describe below in Section 3. 


In the FEIS, MTA contends that the level of cost information it provided in 
comparing alternatives in the DEIS is due to an FTA requirement for alternatives 
analysis (which has subsequently been eliminated). However, detailed cost 
information in a DEIS complies with Council on Environmental Quality ("CEQ") 
NEPA requirements. See 40 CFR 1502.23 ("indicate those considerations, including 
factors not related to environmental quality, which are likely to be relevant and 
important to a decision"). For example, in the 2008 DEIS for the Honolulu High- 
Capacity Transit Corridor Project, a project proposed for FTA funding, the project 
sponsor referred to this particular CEQ provision as requiring detailed cost 
information in evaluating alternatives in the DEIS. The detailed cost information 
MTA considered in evaluating alternatives in the DEIS meets this CEQ NEPA 
requirement and was an important factor in selecting the locally preferred light rail 
alternative. 


2. MTA’s Projected Costs For The Purple Line Have Fundamentally Changed 
Since MTA Compared Project Alternatives In The DEIS. 


In 2007, MTA believed the capital cost for the Purple Line would be approximately 
$1 billion. The DEIS was completed in 2008 and studied three bus rapid transit 
(“BRT”) alternatives and three light rail (“LRT”) alternatives and developed cost 
estimates for each of these alternatives. The capital cost estimate for the medium 
investment LRT alternative was $1.22 billion, and the capital cost investment for the 
high investment LRT was $1.63 billion. In August 2009, MTA selected a locally 
preferred alternative based upon the medium investment LRT with some elements 
of the high investment LRT. At that time, MTA estimated the cost of the locally 
preferred alternative at $1.517 billion. The cost estimate for this same project as of 
September 2012 is $2.15 billion, a capital cost increase of $634 million ($531 
million in constant 2012 dollars) over the three years and one month since the 
selection of the LPA.! The $634 million increase over this period represents an 
increase of over 11% per year in a period of inflation averaging less than 3%. 
Further, the cost of the project has nearly doubled (even accounting for inflation) 
based upon MTA’s informal estimate of what was an affordable project in 2007. 


1 We understand MTA may attempt to bring in a private partner and this could affect 
how the project is financed. Available information regarding this plan does not 
allow us to determine if such a plan could reduce the capital or operating costs of 
the project. Any private partner would seek reasonable economic terms that would 
have to be closely scrutinized. 


The following table shows available cost estimates between 2007 and 2012: 


Date Estimated Cost 
In Billions 





Source for Estimate 





















June 2007 Approximately MTA Representative at Town of 
$1.0 Chevy Chase Public Meeting 
August 2009 Announcement of Locally 


Preferred Alternative 


September 2011 $1.925 FTA Annual Report 
September 2012 FTA Annual Report and FEIS 














The following table shows the estimates adjusted to 2012 dollars: 





Date Estimated Cost In Billions 


une 2007 Approximately $1.1 (in 2012 dollars 


August 2009 $1.62 (in 2012 dollars 


September 2011 $1.96 (in 2012 dollars 


September 2012 $2.151 

























To put these increases in capital cost estimates in perspective, it is critical to 
consider some project options that MTA eliminated for study in the DEIS because of 
their cost. The Purple Line Loop would have been a heavy rail project between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring, and could have been built in connection with light rail 
between Silver Spring and New Carrollton. It was among the heavy rail options 
eliminated from study in the DEIS. According to a January 31, 2003 Memorandum 
attached to the DEIS from the Montgomery County Department of Park and 
Planning to the Montgomery County Planning Board, the Purple Line Loop would 
have increased project costs by $375 million. This amount was viewed as too 
costly. Further, at a June 6, 2007 Town of Chevy Chase Public Meeting, a 
representative of MTA with considerable knowledge of the project explained that a 
tunneling option proposed for two miles of the project that would have increased 
the project cost by $150 million was “unaffordable” and would not be studied in the 
DEIS. 


In short, cost increases of between $150 million and $375 million were considered 
to be unacceptable during a time the project was believed to cost approximately $1 
billion. Now, the project is nearly twice that amount in constant 2012 dollars and 
MTA continues to face cost increases of over $200 million a year, totaling well over 
$634 million ($531 million in constant 2012 dollars) for the period between August 
2009 and September 2012. The project appears to be well beyond costs that were 
previously considered unaffordable and perhaps unthinkable. 


The project’s most recent cost increase over a one-year period (between September 
2011 and September 2012) caused the project to lose standing with FTA. FTA’s 














2013 Annual Report on Funding Recommendations for FTA’s Capital Investment 
Grant program shows the recent major capital cost increase for the project of close 
to $200 million, along with a substantial increase in operating costs of over 10%. 
This cost increase caused FTA to change the project’s cost effectiveness rating from 
“medium” to medium low.”2 


With the costs currently being cited for the LPA, it is possible the Purple Line light 
rail option in the FEIS would not have qualified as a reasonable alternative for study 
in the DEIS under MTA’s own reasoning at that time. One might reasonably ask 
whether cost increases have placed the selected Purple Line light rail project 
evaluated in the FEIS in the same category as heavy rail alternatives that were 
eliminated from study in the DEIS. Regardless, the cost increases are of sucha 
magnitude that they invalidate the cost estimates, which formed the basis for 
comparing alternatives in the DEIS and subsequently selecting a locally preferred 
alternative light rail project. This problem can be solved by taking appropriate 
steps to re-evaluate alternatives in accordance with the NEPA environmental 
process, as described below. 


3. The Appropriate Next Step In The Environmental Process Is Either A New 
DEIS Or A Supplemental DEIS. 


MTA compared two alternatives in the FEIS: the locally preferred alternative and a 
“no build” alternative. It did not continue to study and compare a range of 
alternatives carried forward from the DEIS. It is typical for FTA New Starts projects 
to follow a process in which several New Starts alternatives are compared in a DEIS 
and for only one of the New Starts projects to survive into the FEIS. This is different 
than other transportation projects that often continue to study many alternatives in 
an FEIS and therefore continue to weigh the relative costs of the different 
alternatives. FTA New Starts projects are different because under FTA’s New Starts 
process, a single project enters the FTA New Starts process prior to an FEIS.3 Since 
FTA projects are not compared to a full range of alternatives as part of an FEIS, 
incorrect cost assumptions underlying comparisons during a DEIS cannot be 


2 Until January 2010, FTA policy mandated that any project receiving a “medium 
low” or “low” cost effectiveness rating could not be funded by FTA. FTA has 
changed this restrictive policy; however, cost effectiveness continues to be an 
important part of FTA’s overall rating of a project. Under current law, FTA may not 
fund a project that has an overall project rating of lower than “medium.” In part, 
because of the Purple Line project’s declining cost effectiveness rating, the project’s 
overall rating declined from “medium high” to “medium” in FTA’s 2013 Annual 
Report on Funding Recommendations. Unless the trend on cost increases changes, 
the current LPA for the project is at risk of losing its qualification for federal 
funding. 

3 While legislation changed some aspects FTA’s New Starts process in 2012, a single 
preferred project will continue to be selected by local decision makers during the 
NEPA environmental process. 


repaired during an FEIS. Therefore, some other remedial action must be taken to 
repair this defect since cost is an important part of selecting reasonable alternatives, 
comparing project alternatives and selecting a locally preferred alternative. The 
appropriate remedial action depends upon why cost estimates have changed so 
significantly. 


If costs have increased so significantly because the earlier cost estimates were 
simply in error, then the basis for the comparison of alternatives in the DEIS was 
inherently flawed. See 40 CFR 1502.9(a). The only solution to such a fundamental 
problem would be to conduct a new DEIS with reconsideration at the scoping stage 
of what projects constitute reasonable alternatives since costs were so fundamental 
to the selection of reasonable alternatives. More expensive projects might be 
eliminated from study and less expensive alternatives than those that were studied 
may be worthy of study. 


If costs have increased so significantly because further study of the project has 
revealed costly new details that were not apparent during the DEIS stage, then a 
supplemental DEIS may be appropriate as contemplated by the NEPA regulation. 
See 23 CFR 771.130(e) (“supplemental draft EIS may be necessary ... if there is a 
substantial change in the level of detail on project impacts during project planning 
and development”). 


A new DEIS or a supplemental DEIS also provides MTA the ability to select a project 
that is likely to receive FTA New Starts funding. The current light rail LPA faces 
increasing risks of not receiving FTA funding because of its significant increases in 
capital and operating costs. If MTA is not able to pay for the increasing cost of the 
project from non-federal sources,* and demonstrates to FTA it has a plan to do so, 
FTA will not commit funds to the project. However, because of the nature of the FTA 
New Starts process, FTA’s decision not to commit federal funds to the project could 
be made in over a year from now rather than at the time of the next project 
approval. That would mean a loss of valuable time in pursuing an alternative 
project much more likely to obtain FTA funding. 


4 MTA currently projects FTA will provide funds for approximately 50% of the 
capital costs of the project. However, the amount of funds available to FTA for New 
Starts projects has not been increasing in any significant fashion for several years, 
and this trend does not appear likely to change. Therefore, it is unlikely FTA will be 
able to provide a 50% contribution as the capital costs of the project increase. 
Regardless, any FTA contribution would be capped, and all cost overruns after any 
FTA commitment would be borne by the state. 

5 After the NEPA process is complete, the project will attempt to enter FTA’s 
Engineering phase of project development. Since FTA does not scrutinize a project's 
local financial commitment at this stage in the same way it would when the project 
later seeks a “Full Funding Grant Agreement,” there is a realistic scenario in which 
the project is admitted into Engineering but is nonetheless later denied a Full 


The increasing costs of the project present another risk to the project’s potential for 
full FTA funding. The project’s FTA cost effectiveness rating could continue to 
decline from its current “medium low” rating (which dropped from “medium” in an 
FTA report this year because of increasing project costs). Further, this year FTA will 
begin to scale its environmental benefits rating for New Starts projects to a project’s 
cost and this could cause the Purple Line’s environmental benefits rating to drop 
considerably. Both the cost effectiveness rating and the environmental benefits 
rating contribute in a significant way to the project’s overall FTA project rating. If 
the overall project rating drops from its current “medium” level, FTA would decline 
to provide full funding to the project. The project is at significant risk of this 
happening as long as cost estimates for the project continue to climb. 


In short, if MTA continues with the current LPA, it faces a significant risk that in 
2014 or 2015, FTA will decide not to fund the project because of the project’s lack of 
local funding and/or poor cost effectiveness or environmental benefits ratings. MTA 
would then need to begin a new process for selecting a different, less costly locally 
preferred alternative for the Purple Line Corridor, having lost a significant amount 
of time pursuing a costly project at considerable risk of not obtaining federal funds. 


4. ANew DEIS Or A Supplemental DEIS Should Include An Environmental 
Justice Analysis Addressing Whether the Cost Of The Purple Line Will Cause a 
Degradation Of Bus Service In The Purple Line Corridor. 


The environmental justice sections of the DEIS and FEIS do not consider whether 
the high cost of the Purple Line project will cause a degradation of local bus service 
in the Purple Line corridor. MTA should consider whether the high cost of the 
project will divert public resources in such a way that there will be adverse effects 
on transit-dependent users of the bus system in the Purple Line Corridor. Further, 
MTA should attempt to determine if transit-dependent users of the local bus system 
are disproportionately low income and minority riders. 


FTA considers the area one half of a mile from a rail alignment to be a reasonable 
area to analyze for impacts on environmental justice populations. See FTA Circular 
4703.1, Page 44. Therefore, MTA should consider whether public transportation 
users in this area, who will not necessarily use the Purple Line, would experience 
adverse impacts because of declining local bus service, and whether these users are 
disproportionately low income and minority users. FTA explains that adverse 
impacts from a project can include disruption of the availability of public and 
private facilities and services, and increased traffic congestion. FTA Circular 4703.1 
at 45. If the cost of the Purple Line adversely impacts local bus service in the Purple 
Line, this may have an environmental justice impact and MTA should analyze this as 
part of the NEPA environmental process. 


Funding Grant Agreement due to the absence of a realistic plan to fund the non- 
federal share of the project’s capital costs and fund the project’s operating costs. 


Conclusion 


The passage of time since the 2008 DEIS for the Purple Line corridor has shown 
project cost estimates in the DEIS were fundamentally incorrect at that time. In just 
three recent years, cost estimates for the alternative selected after the DEIS 
increased at a rate of over $200 million a year, an increase of over well over $500 
million in 2012 dollars. This places cost increases beyond those considered 
acceptable at the time of the DEIS and shows that the assumptions and basis for 
comparing alternatives in the DEIS were inadequate. The concerns expressed by the 
Town of Chevy Chase in 2008 in its DEIS comments regarding the flaws in the 
estimated costs of light rail project alternatives have been proven correct by 
subsequent cost estimates. An FEIS is premature given the fundamental flaws now 
apparent with the DEIS. We believe that MTA should initiate a new DEIS or prepare 
a supplemental DEIS so that reasonable project alternatives can be evaluated and 
compared based upon correct information, and so the environmental justice effects 
of strained resources in the Purple Line corridor can be properly analyzed. 


We thank you for your consideration of these comments. 
Sincerely, 
Ghoiw Le 


Patricia Burda 
Mayor 


Of Counsel: Patrick W. Reilly, Law Offices of Patrick W. Reilly 
Attachment: FEIS Technical Analysis 


cc: Congressman Chris Van Hollen 
Maryland State Senator Richard Madaleno 
Montgomery County Executive Isiah Leggett 
Montgomery County Council President Nancy Navarro 
Montgomery County Councilmember Roger Berliner 


Technical Analysis of Purple Line 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 
Town of Chevy Chase, Maryland 
October 21, 2013 


The Purple Line is a proposed 16-mile light rail line extending from Bethesda in Montgomery County to 
New Carrollton in Prince George’s County. As required by the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), decision-makers must consider the environmental impacts of proposed actions. The Purple Line 
Alternatives Analysis (AA)/ Draft Impact Environmental Statement (DEIS) was published by the 
Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) in 2008. The Town of Chevy Chase submitted a response to the 
AA/DEIS that highlighted concerns with the MTA’s assessment of the environmental impacts that will 
likely be imposed by the project. The Town of Chevy Chase was and is of the opinion that the AA/DEIS 
failed to accomplish the following: 


e Fully and fairly evaluate the Low Investment BRT alternative, including an accurate 
quantification of its ridership potential. 

e Analyze the environmental impacts associated with each alternative separately and comparably to 
form a basis for comparison. 

e Reasonably estimate the costs and benefits of light rail alternatives. 

e Analyze the socio-economic aspects of potential growth, as well as the environmental impacts 
that such growth may spur. 


On September 6, 2013, the MTA published the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the 
Purple Line and initiated a 45-day public comment period to provide stakeholders with an opportunity to 
review and respond to the FEIS. While the Purple Line FEIS addresses some comments and concerns 
submitted in response to publication of the AA/DEIS, all design elements of the Preferred Alternative are 
not presented in the FEIS, which does not allow the public the opportunity to review and comment on all 
aspects of the proposed action. In addition, the FEIS does not allow for full assessment of the Preferred 
Alternative, as some significant design element modifications have been proposed, and some continue to 
be proposed since the publication of the FEIS. Examples include the following: 


e Failure to disclose and list properties that will be affected by the removal of trees or other 
encroachments for construction purposes. 

e Failure to employ the accurate number of noise events [vehicle pass-by events or trips per day 
(278, per Table 4, Section 4(f) appendix)] in discussions of noise impacts. 

e Failure to clearly and consistently disclose the existence and location of the noise walls, as well 
as the heights and materials to be used to construct the noise walls. 

e Failure to consider the noise impact to the Capital Crescent Trail. 

e Failure to disclose the number of actual vibration events per day (278) in the text discussion. 

e Failure to disclose the exact number of residences that would be affected by vibration. 

e Failure to include the final design for, and analysis of, the Bethesda Station and the Capital 
Crescent Trail, including the post-publication proposal for a second ventilation shaft that will 
discharge near ground level towards and within the Town. 

e Failure to include and evaluate the final design for the Lynn Drive Capital Crescent Trail 
crossing. This is a long-standing, direct route to the High School for which alternatives proposed 
in the FEIS are now being withdrawn. 

e Failure to fully examine and evaluate the environmental impacts of construction activities. 
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Responses to 2009 AA/DEIS Comments 
Full and Fair Evaluation of Low Investment BRT 


Build alternatives evaluated in the AA/DEIS included alignments for Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) and light 
rail transit (LRT) at different levels of investment. A BRT alignment on Jones Bridge Road was included 
as a low-cost BRT alternative, making use of existing roadways without upgrades. An alignment on Jones 
Bridge Road would provide direct service to the significant amount of employment at and visitors to 
Walter Reed National Military Medical Center (WRNMMC) — the former National Naval Medical 
Center, and the National Institutes of Health. As an alignment on Jones Bridge Ridge was only 
considered as a low-cost BRT alternative, the Town of Chevy Chase was of the opinion that the alignment 
was not fully and fairly evaluated. The Town requested an evaluation of a BRT option that uses Jones 
Bridge Road. According to the FEIS, the “MTA and FTA developed a medium investment [BRT] option 
aligned on Jones Bridge Road that [would serve] the WRNMMC directly” and then follow Woodmont 
Avenue to the Bethesda Metro station (see Figure 1). 


Although not requested by the Town, the MTA evaluated an alignment that routed the medium- 


investment BRT service on the Georgetown Branch right-of-way to Bethesda and then north along 
Woodmont and Wisconsin Avenues to WRNMMC (see Figure 2). 


Figure 1: Medium Investment BRT Option 1 
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Source: Purple Line FEIS 
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Figure 2: Medium Investment BRT Option 2 
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An abbreviated summary of both options is included in the Medium Investment BRT Variations to the 
Medical Center section of Supporting Documentation on Alternatives Development, which is included as 
a technical report in the FEIS. The FEIS discussion appears unchanged from the “white paper” MTA 
issued on August 14, 2008. MTA claims this reflected “discussions with the Town and SSE,” but none 
were held during their review or through release of the FEIS. The results continue to incorporate errors 
that were made known to MTA in advance, including: 


e No formula penalties assigned to LRT trips to the medical centers, therefore artificially inflating 
LRT ridership. Omitted penalties include: 
© Extra Red Line fare required between Bethesda and medical centers 
o Transfer penalty 
o Substantial walking time between modes at Bethesda 
e For the Town/SSE — proposed Medium Investment BRT (Option 1) 
o Failure to include WRNMMC growth due to BRAC 
o Failure to include ridership from North Woodmont Station, which is not in the LRT 
catchment area 


© Failure to incorporate low-cost BRT lanes west of Connecticut Avenue 

© Positioning the Medical Center Station in an undesirable location that increased travel 
time 

o Failure to credit the shorter travel time to Medical Center vs. the LRT option 

oO Failure to incorporate recommended BRT priority treatments on Woodmont Avenue 
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Carrying over these errors and omissions into the FEIS means that the alternatives review preceding the 
Governor’s selection of the locally preferred alternative (LPA) was based on an inaccurate comparison of 
LRT with Jones Bridge BRT Medium Investment Alternative 1. 


Selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative 


After considering information presented in the AA/DEIS and subsequent comments, Governor Martin 
O’Malley identified the Medium Investment LRT Alternative presented in the AA/DEIS along with some 
elements of the High Investment LRT Alternative as the LPA in August 2009. The following High 
Investment LRT Alternative elements were included to improve travel times and enhance the pedestrian 
experience at a relatively affordable cost: 


e Maintenance of the Capital Crescent Trail in the Bethesda underpass. 
e Lengthening of Baltimore-Washington Parkway bridges over Riverdale Road. 
e Crossing under Annapolis Road. 


In addition, an above-grade crossing of the intersection of Kenilworth Avenue and East West Highway 
was not evaluated in the AA/DEIS, but was included in the LPA. 


The selection of the LPA was based on the following factors: 
e LRT alternatives would generate more user benefits and reduce more automobile trips than BRT 


alternatives. 

e Medium Investment LRT Alternative had the second highest ridership, new transit trips, and 
improved travel times. 

e BRT alternatives offered limited capacity with little room to handle increases in ridership. 


The failure of MTA to conduct a complete and comparable analysis of Medium Investment BRT Option 1 
and the other alternatives calls into question the above section conclusions. 


Modifications to the Preferred Alternative and New Project Developments 


Purple Line Bethesda Station and the Capital Crescent Trail 


Between Elm Street Park and Woodmont Avenue, the Capital Crescent Train (CCT) currently diverges 
into two segments — a tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue and an at-grade crossing of Wisconsin Avenue at 
Willow Lane, still under design (see Figure 4). The 2009 AA/DEIS proposed the construction of a full- 
width section of the CCT above the tracks in the existing tunnel beneath Wisconsin Avenue. The Town 
questioned the viability of such a design at the time. Due to high costs and risks associated with such an 
alignment, the Montgomery County Council decided against the construction of a full-width trail in this 
section. As an alternative, trail users would be directed to the surface branch of the CCT. 


As an alternative to the default design, the MTA subsequently developed an option in Fall, 2012 that 
would provide a 5- to 7-foot sidewalk connection from the trail to the platform at Bethesda Station (see 
Figure 5). An illustration of this design is included in Chapter 2.0 of the FEIS. However, the design for 
the CCT near Bethesda Station shown on the Environmental Resource Map included in the FEIS, 
contradicts the design described and illustrated in Chapter 2.0. Although the FEIS mentions the need for 
an emergency ventilation system for the enclosed transitway in Bethesda, it fails to disclose the details of 
the system’s components and evaluate challenges and impacts associated with additional station design 
elements. According to the Montgomery County Council, such challenges and impacts include 
impediments to pedestrian flows, gaps between the platform and the train, maintenance tracks that would 
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extend approximately 100 feet west of the Apex building and encroach upon the Woodmont Plaza public 
space, and a 90-foot high ventilation tower located in Woodmont Plaza. 


Figure 3: Capital Crescent Trail Segments 
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Figure 4: Capital Crescent Trail at the Bethesda Station 
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In April 2013, the County developed additional design options that would require the redevelopment of 
the Apex Building. A new pedestrian tunnel could be built under Wisconsin Avenue to provide an 
exclusive right-of-way for the trail. A tunnel option is favorable as traffic volumes on Wisconsin Avenue 
may increase the possibility of vehicle-pedestrian conflicts. In September 2013, the Montgomery County 
Planning Board approved the Bethesda Purple Line Station Minor Master Plan Amendment Staff Draft in 
an effort to meet the MTA’s early-2014 deadline. The amendment proposes an alternative design that 
would allow for unrestricted pedestrian flows, a straight platform, a newly constructed, separate tunnel for 
the Capital Crescent Trail, and the integration of the ventilation tower into a new building (see Figure 6). 
That ventilation tower appears to exhaust horizontally into or near Elm Street Park. Potential 
environmental impacts of that have not been addressed in the FEIS. These are major design changes that 
have not been subject to public review prior to the FEIS, and are not part of the FEIS. 


The tunnel segment of the CCT should meet American with Disability Act (ADA) requirements, which 
limit slopes to a maximum of five percent. According to the Bethesda Purple Line Station Minor Master 
Plan Amendment Staff Draft, the current tunnel concept is constrained by a driveway serving 4610 Elm 
Street and would require an eight percent slope. As this slope would exceed ADA limitations, an elevator 
could be installed at the southeast corner of Wisconsin Avenue and Elm Street. A less steep slope would 
necessitate the closing or relocation of the 4610 Elm Street driveway. 


The design for the trail in the Bethesda Purple Line Station Minor Master Plan Amendment Staff Draft 
appears to elevate the trail over the transitway east of Elm Street Park. However, no elevations are 
included in the plan. 


Subsequent to the publication of the FEIS, the County is now moving forward with a new, and heretofore 
unheard of, plan to offer incentives for private replacement of the Apex building which will reduce the 
cost of Bethesda Station, and reposition it to transfer more conveniently to the Red Line. As the new 
design for the Bethesda Station will be substantially different from the Preferred Alternative’s station 
design presented in the FEIS, an examination of environmental impacts, cost and benefits should ensue. 
The results should be submitted to the FTA, published and presented to the public to allow for comments 
and responses before continuing onto the next phase in the project’s development. 


Lynn Drive Crossing 


The Town of Chevy Chase is foremost in favor of a safe at-grade crossing at this location with lower 
train speeds. Yet, the Town also continues to work with the MTA to arrive at the best design for a grade- 
separated crossing. The Town understands that the MTA believes there are water and safety concerns 
with a below-grade pedestrian crossing, yet there is a trail access tunnel planned at Sleaford Road and it is 
unclear why water and safety concerns are less of a concern there. Currently, the MTA is proposing at 
Lynn Drive retaining walls of approximately 22 feet (approximately 28 feet including the noise wall) for a 
pedestrian crossing under tracks that are further elevated to accommodate the crossing. Based on the plans 
included in the March 18", 2013 presentation to the Town of Chevy Chase (Pedestrian Underpass Options 
1 and 2), this plan appears to include additional track height in order to allow pedestrians traversing the 
underpass to connect at the same elevation as the trail on the north side of the tracks. However, it is 
unclear in the section drawings provided in this presentation why the trail cannot be lowered by 
approximately seven or more feet inside the adjacent retaining wall to allow for a lower elevation 
pedestrian underpass, thus decreasing the required retaining wall height on the south side of the tracks. If 
possible, it is important to lower the proposed retaining wall height at the crossing location in order to 
minimize the effect on adjacent property. A retaining wall and noise wall totaling 28 feet high decreases 
sunlight to the adjacent private back yard and creates a more closed-in environment that is undesirable 
and lowers property value. 
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The design for the crossing at this location is on-going and what is included in the FEIS is not final. As 
such, further collaboration between the MTA and the Town of Chevy Chase on the final design is needed 
and amended, final drawings should then be included in the FEIS, including the agreed-upon six-foot 
noise walls. 


Analysis of FEIS Environmental Impacts 
Natural Habitat 


Chapter 4.0 of the FEIS, Environmental Resources, Impacts and Mitigations, defines the types of habitat 
and wildlife within the Purple Line study area (the Purple Line Limit of Disturbance (LOD) with an 
additional 50-foot buffer for forests). These types of habitat include forests, specimen trees, and aquatic 
habitat and biota. In The Forest Stand Delineation Report for the Purple Line Transit Connection (2011), 
all forests within the study area were characterized and specimen trees were identified. Specimen trees 
and forest stands were mapped and are included in Volume 2 of the FEIS — Environmental Resource 
Mapping. Partial property acquisitions required for the Preferred Alternative would impact forest and 
specimen trees. The FEIS concludes that a total of 48 acres of forested habitat and 194 specimen trees 
would be impacted. These impacts are presented by project element, but the exact geographical locations 
of the impacted resources are not listed in the FEIS. In addition, short-term impacts associated with 
construction activities would cause the removal of trees. 


Although Chapter 5.0 of the FEIS provides information on the anticipated construction activities, the 
FEIS does not give specific details on areas of impact and mitigations. Of specific concern to the Town of 
Chevy Chase are three specimen trees located along the Capital Crescent Trail on private properties along 
Elm Street. To fulfill the purpose of a final environmental impact statement, this information should have 
been included and clearly disclosed to the public. 


The Maryland Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) has established a policy for final forest planting 
where forest impacts occur. The MTA will comply with these obligations and offset these impacts with 
reforestation and afforestation from sites in close proximity to the project area, where possible. The MTA 
has identified, but not disclosed, reforestation sites with available resources that could be used to mitigate 
impacts. Although these sites have been preliminarily identified, their resources should be disclosed to the 
public for the purposes of determining if, in fact, these sites can provide suitable resources to mitigate the 
loss of natural habitat. 


Noise 


Reportedly, none of the Representative Noise Monitoring and Assessment Locations within the Chevy 
Chase area is expected to experience noise impacts from the Purple Line project. A summary of findings 
is listed in Table 5 in Technical Report: Noise. Impacts were assessed according to FTA criteria and 
assumed the existence of mitigation measures. The Representative Noise Monitoring and Assessment 
Locations within Chevy Chase can be found on page 9 of the noise technical report. Locations M-1 
through M-14 are residential or institutional locations and P1 through P3 are parks in, or adjacent to, the 
Town of Chevy Chase. 


The noise technical report provides details of potential Purple Line operating characteristics, listing 
headways for different periods of the day and determining the overall number of trips per period in Table 
4. Based on the table, the total number of trips per day would be 139, but this is actually only half the 
actual total number of trips, since the table does not double the number of trips per period to account for 
both directions of operation. Based on the headways given in the table, there would actually be 278 trips 
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per day, and thus 278 noise events per day. This is, also, almost four times the number of trips that is 
mentioned as occurring per day on page 24 of Technical Report: Vibration. 


According to the FEIS, the transitway between Bethesda and Rock Creek Stream Valley Park will feature 
a four-foot high noise wall on the south side. On the north side, either the trail will be elevated more than 
four feet above the tracks or a four-foot high noise wall would be included between the Capital Crescent 
Trail and the adjacent community. This description matches what was described in the presentation from 
MTA on February 27, 2013. However, the concept plan drawings included in the FEIS do not match this 
statement, and there are several places where the retaining wall on the south side of the transitway is 
labeled merely “retaining wall” and not “retaining/noise wall,” as it is in other locations. Some examples 
of this are: Drawing CV-03, just north of East West Highway, and Drawings CV-09 and CV-10, near 
Jones Mill Road. Nowhere in any of the documents, new or old, or on the Web, is it specified what 
material this particular noise wall will be made of. Section 106: Assessment of Effects for Historic 
Properties just states on page 52 that the noise wall will be “solid parapet” in style. In addition, the FEIS 
states in section 4.11.3 that the noise wall will be four feet high. However, it is the Town’s understanding 
that noise wall in the area of Lynn Drive would be six feet high. This should be clarified and specified in 
the FEIS. 


No noise measurements were taken or estimated at the Riviera of Chevy Chase, which is one of the 
largest residential developments in the Chevy Chase area, located at 4242 East-West Highway. The 
Riviera is immediately adjacent to the right-of-way on the north side. While measurements were taken 
nearby, at the location labeled “M-8”, 7602 Lynn Drive, the noise conditions at the Riviera, which is on 
the other side of the right-of-way from “M-8,” could potentially be quite different. The Riviera building is 
a high-rise, which can create the potential for an echo effect, especially considering the retaining/noise 
wall on the opposite side of the right-of-way from the building. The retaining wall in this location is 
planned to be approximately 22 feet high, to account for the elevation of the tracks over the Lynn Drive 
pedestrian underpass. There is a planned 4-foot-high noise wall on top of the retaining wall, but this still 
allows 22 feet of solid surface on which to create an echo across the tracks. 


Notably, the noise impact to the Capital Crescent Trail that will run immediately alongside the Purple 
Line alignment is not examined or evaluated in the FEIS, even though impacts to other park areas are 
discussed. Environmental impacts to trail users must be examined and should have been evaluated in the 
FEIS, as the trail is a valuable community amenity. 


Vibration 


According to Technical Report: Vibration, included in the FEIS, vibration would occur both during 
construction of the Purple Line and when operation commences. Once the Purple Line is in operation, it 
will add “70 more pass-by events per day.” Other parts of the report correctly assert that Purple Line 
operations will add more than 70 pass-by events per day, which places the impact in the most severe 
category—“Frequent Events”—according to the FTA. However, “more than 70” and “70 more” are quite 
different in this case, since, according to the potential Purple Line operating characteristics provided in 
Table 4 in the noise technical report, the actual number of pass-by events would be 278. Nowhere in the 
vibration technical report is the exact number of assumed pass-by events explicitly stated. 


Vibration-sensitive land uses are simply buildings with primarily residential or institutional uses near or 
within the project corridor. Although it should, the FEIS does not clearly state the exact number of 
residences that would be affected by vibration. Instead the FEIS uses vague language such as “additional” 
and “several.” Vibration monitors were installed at representative locations along the corridor and 
existing conditions were measured. None of the monitors at sites within the Chevy Chase area read 
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existing vibration levels over the level of human perception, which is said to be 65 VdB. However, 
project-related vibration levels were estimated at the monitoring sites. 


Property Acquisition 


According to Section 4.4 of the FEIS, three properties within the Town of Chevy Chase could be 
acquired. Property acquisitions and easements were identified by comparing the project’s LOD, aerial 
photography, project engineering design and county land parcel data. Field reconnaissance was performed 
to verify information, where necessary. All three acquisitions listed in the FEIS are residential properties; 
one is a full taking and two are partial takings (a partial taking may simply be an easement). In addition, 
The FEIS states that no displacements will occur from these takings, but does not disclose the addresses 
of the affected properties or the extent to which these properties would be impacted. 


The FEIS did not note that any properties within Chevy Chase would be temporarily affected by 
construction easements. However, due to the proximity of several properties to the Capital Crescent Trail, 
construction easements will likely be necessary. 


The FEIS should fully disclose all required property takings and easements including those temporary 
easements due to construction. With construction of +/- 18-foot retaining walls taking place at the exact 
edge of the right-of-way there will almost certainly be some necessary construction easements. These 
need to be included in the FEIS. 


Construction Activity 


In Chapter 5.0 of the FEIS, Overview of Construction Activities, the method by which construction of the 
Preferred Alternative might be undertaken and steps taken to minimize construction impacts are 
described. The FEIS summarizes activities by construction area, including construction limits, structures, 
and affected roadways. 


As the duration of construction activities is not anticipated to exceed five years, “any impact incurred 
during construction would be considered a temporary impact [and] analyses are not required for 
construction-related activities that cause temporary increases in emission,” according to the FEIS. 

While the impacts that can be expected to occur as a result of construction activities are addressed in the 
FEIS, they are not fully examined and analyzed in the environmental impact studies. These environmental 
impacts should be evaluated in the FEIS for the benefit of the decision-makers and the public. 


Conclusion 


Following a review of the FEIS, it is clear that all design elements of the Preferred Alternative are not 
presented in the FEIS and several environmental impacts that will likely be associated with the project 
have not been identified or evaluated. As the purpose of a FEIS is to fully examine and evaluate all 
impacts associated with a proposed action, the Purple Line FEIS must be deemed as inadequate. In this 
case, the preparation of a Re-evaluation or Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to re- 
examine the proposed action and accurately evaluate the full combined effect of all environmental 
impacts is warranted. 


The Town looks forward to reviewing and responding to the next Purple Line document that the MTA 
publishes that provides the public with a full and proper assessment of the environmental impacts of the 
Preferred Alternative before project development continues. 
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MONTGOMERY COUNTY COUNCIL 


ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND 


ROGER BERLINER CHAIRMAN 
COUNCILMEMBER TRANSPORTATION, INFRASTRUCTURE 
DISTRICT 1 ENERGY & ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE 


October 21, 2013 


James T. Smith, Secretary of Transportation 
Maryland Department of Transportation 
7201 Corporate Center Drive 

P.O. Box 548 

Hannover, MD 21076 


Dear Secretary Smith, 


I am writing in response to the Maryland Transit Administration’s Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (FEIS) on the Purple Line project. I serve as the Chairman of the Montgomery 
County Council’s Transportation, Infrastructure, Energy and Environment Committee and 
represent many residential neighborhoods impacted by the Purple Line’s construction. 


When I first sought the privilege of serving on the County Council, I indicated my support 
for the Purple Line. My assessment then and now was that on balance the Purple Line is in the 
larger public interest. That said, I was and remain keenly aware that communities I represent are 
being asked to make a very large sacrifice. They mourn the loss of the bucolic trail they love, the 
peace and quiet of their neighborhoods, and for those living immediately adjacent to the route, 
they are rightly concerned about the daily impacts on their homes and lives. 


In my work on the Council, I have committed to the communities affected by the Purple 
Line that I will do everything within my power to mitigate, to the maximum extent possible, the 
adverse impacts resulting from the construction of this important state project. Fundamentally, 
Mr. Secretary, that is your job now. As important as it is to obtain federal support for this project 
in a timely manner, it is equally important that you satisfactorily address the legitimate issues 
raised by my constituents. 


That responsibility is even greater now after the successful negotiations with the Columbia 
County Club became public, a process which regrettably created the impression that the concerns 
of the well healed and powerful are given priority. Moreover, the prospect of a public private 
partnership has also raised concerns that legitimate community interests may be sacrificed on the 
altar of profitability. 


These factors, when combined with the substantive issues that have been raised by 
adjacent neighborhoods, require binding commitments from the state to mitigate to the maximum 
extent possible the adverse consequences of this important state project. As the Coquelin Run 
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Citizens Association points out in their comments on the FEIS, our County’s Parks Department 
has stated that 


“To]}ne lesson learned from working on the Intercounty Connector (ICC) was that 
commitments for minimization and mitigation measures should be well defined during the 
FEIS process and confirmed in the record of decision (ROD).” 


Coquelin Run Citizens Association comments, p. 2 (emphasis added). 


I. Community-based Concerns 


A number of neighborhoods that I represent on the County Council have submitted 
detailed comments on the FEIS, including the Kentbury Drive Residents Group (“KDRG’’); the 
Coquelin Run Citizens Association; the East Bethesda Citizens Association; and the Town of 
Chevy Chase. Their comments set forth a wide range of concerns, including, but not limited to, 
noise, vibration, access points to the trail, construction impacts, trees and landscaping, aesthetic 
and visual impacts, safety, and water runoff. 


I will not repeat here all of the details of what these parties have put before the state. 
Suffice it to say, they buttress their concerns with serious and sophisticated argumentation. I 
request that you respond to these concerns in a similar manner and that you set forth the 
appropriate mitigation measures you are prepared to undertake as a result. 


Below I add some further commentary to what has otherwise been forcefully presented by 
the community, and some additional areas that should be explored going forward. 


II. Noise/Vibration 


Noise and vibrations from the Purple Line’s daily operation are a primary concern for 
neighborhoods and homeowners along the proposed route. See KDRG comments at pgs. 3-9; 
Coquelin Run Citizens Association comments, pgs. 3-6; East Bethesda Citizens Association 
comments at pgs. 3-4. 


Among other issues related to noise, these neighborhoods challenge the use of the “hourly 
equivalent sound level as the sole metric for impacts on adjacent residences”, KDRG comments at 
p. 3; the related failure to include “maximum sound levels ...despite the recommendation from the 
FTA”, ibid., p. 4; and the alleged “failure to describe the actual noise levels”, Coquelin Run 
Citizens Association comments at p. 4. 


For some communities, vibrations pose “an even greater threat [than noise] to the well- 
being and quality of life of nearby residents.” Coquelin Run Citizens Association comments, p. 3. 
Neighborhoods cite a “lack of specific detail” in the FEIS that address the concerns regarding the 
impact of vibrations on nearby homes. 


The nature of these concerns are very serious and do not appear to be adequately addressed 
by the measures committed to by the state thus far, measures that I understand will, among other 
things, reduce noise levels by 12 decibels. Indeed, the FEIS identifies in Table 4.31 “Jmpacted 
Property Locations” several properties where the vibration of the Purple Line will exceed the 
maximum federal standards for vibration. However, the FEIS only references “potential 
mitigation measures.” It does not indicate what these measures will be and if they will be 
mandated. 


If the state does not believe that these concerns justify a supplement to the FEIS, it is 
incumbent upon the state to fully set forth why and to demonstrate clearly how the concerns that 
the community has raised will be responsibly addressed. As is set forth more fully below, there is 
a potential technological fix here that should be explored that would address both noise and 
vibration issues — the use of fuel cells to power the Purple Line. 


In addition, one of the other issues raised with my office by constituents was the concern 
regarding the use of bells or horns by Purple Line trains while traveling through communities. In 
section 4.11.3 “Noise Sources Related to LRT Vehicle Operations’, MTA states: 


“MTA is currently developing a Bell and Horn Policy for the Purple Line which would 
indicate standard operating procedures for horn and bell use in different types of 
locations” 


The FEIS does not address what those “standard operating procedures” may be. I would 
strongly advocate for MTA to work with local community leaders to determine where and how 
bells/horns are to be used. While I understand that there may be occasions when the use of these 
technologies is unavoidable, such as when trains are entering a tunnel or during scheduled track 
work, we need a policy that strictly limits their use, but for exceptional circumstances, and 
minimize the use of bells/horns such as other communities have done. 


For example, I would urge MTA to consider modeling their bell/horn policy for the Purple 
Line off of the Baltimore Light Rail (BLR) model, especially when it comes to at-grade crossings. 
The Baltimore Light Rail system carries 8.6 million riders annually through residential and 
commercial areas and has a exemplary safety record. The BLR uses a mixture of flashing lights 
and chimes to alert pedestrians of its approach. If the Purple Line could incorporate flashing 
lights and chimes as a warning measure for at-grade crossings, as opposed to horn blasting 
techniques, I believe residents, homeowners, and pedestrians alike would benefit. 


III. Trees 
A. Reforestation 
In Chapter 4.13.3 “Long-Term Operational Effects” of the FEIS, MTA states: 


“Where forest impacts occur, MTA will comply with MDNR requirements for final 
planting obligation.” 


The Maryland’s Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) requires that any project 
accepting $1 or more of state funds must perform mitigation efforts to minimize forest 
disturbance. MDNR’s requirement states: 


“Replacement of forest cleared...must be accomplished on an acre-for-acre, one-to-one 
ratio on public lands and within a year of completion. Attempting to locate reforestation 
sites within the same county...is given the first priority. 


Trees are a resource that I have long fought to protect and are cherished by the 
communities I represent. See KDRG comments, pgs 12-14; Coquelin Run Citizens Association 
comments, p. 6. Regrettably, trees and the tree canopy are among the biggest casualties of this 
project. That does not mean these trees must be lost forever. However, a one-to-one ratio does 
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not guarantee that tree canopy will be restored to its pre-construction levels. A variety of factors 
result in a large percentage of replanted trees dying before reaching maturity. 


It is precisely for this reason that our County has adopted a three-to-one replacement ratio 
as its standard tree replacement policy. We recently passed two separate bills to ensure our tree 
canopy was protected: Bill 41-12, the Roadside Tree Bill, which established firm protection plans 
for trees within the County’s Rights-of-Way and Bill 35-12, which established a replacement 
formula for new development on both public and private property. Accordingly, I urge the MTA 
to not only comply with the reforestation efforts mandated by MDNR, but to instead adopt a 
three-to-one replacement ratio. 


More broadly, the state should, as we require anyone working in our right of way to do, 
incorporate “tree protection plans” in its ongoing work. Not only do the trees along the right of 
way require protection, but the state must work equally hard to ensure that the root zones of those 
trees on private property are protected as well. 


B. Alternatives to Overhead Wires 


From its inception, the Purple Line was engineered to be powered by overhead lines. The 
use of overhead lines will prevent the restoration of a full canopy. This is why I have previously 
and consistently urged the state to explore alternatives to overhead wires. I continue to do so and 
I believe alternatives do exist. One such alternative to overhead wires is battery packs. Battery 
packs allow trains to travel without the need for overhead wires. 


There are several examples of light rail systems using battery packs. The Japanese 
government began using the NiMH battery to power trains in 2007. The NiMH battery is an 
extremely powerful and reliable alternative to overhead wires and was engineered by Kawasaki. 
Kawasaki also developed the SWIMO battery, an even smaller battery that should be considered 
as an alternative to overhead wires. These batteries are capable of powering a train’s entire 
operating system, while maintaining an impressive range. Additionally, there are examples of 
batteries being used to power trains along the Landches Line near Frankfurt, Germany and the 
Expresso Tiradentes in Sao Paolo, Brazil. These lines use battery packs not only for fuel 
efficiency reasons, but also as a mitigation measure to avoid damaging architectural and 
environmental surroundings. 


Accordingly, I urge the state, when it issues it’s RFP for the planned Public Private 
Partnership (PPP) that the state intends to use for this project, to request bids that include the use 
of battery packs and other alternatives to overhead wires. 


IV. Alternative Fuels & Technologies 


In Table 4-41, “Direct Transportation Energy Consumption” MTA’s charts indicate that 
by 2040, the Purple Line will consume 8,402,952 kWh of electricity annually. I would 
respectfully urge the state to include in it’s RFP a request for proposals that include the following 
alternatives to traditional electricity consumption. 


A. Fuel Cells 
Recently, the China North Vehicle Yongji Electric Motor Corporation (YEMC) and the 


Southwest Jiaotong University jointly launched China’s first energy fuel cell light rail train. The 
country’s first energy fuel cell light rail train utilizes hydrogen and a YEMC-developed 
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permanent-magnet synchronous motor and frequency converter as its main source of power. The 
reported advantages of the synchronous motor are high power, high efficiency, remarkable energy 
conservation, low vibration and minimal noise. All of these qualities would serve our state, the 
environment, and the communities along the Purple Line route, but given the concerns regarding 
vibration and noise, for those reasons alone this technology deserves serious exploration. 
Accordingly, I would request that MTA include in the RFP for the P3 bids the feasibility of 
utilizing fuel cells as an alternative to electricity. 


B. Wind/Solar Farms 


If electricity must be used, clean renewable energy, such as wind and solar, should be used 
to power the Purple Line. To that end, I request that the MTA and its PPP designee examine the 
benefits of entering into a long-term Power Purchase Agreement with a wind farm or solar farm to 
acquire the energy needed to power the Purple Line. 


Governor O’ Malley, a strong supporter of the Purple Line, led the effort to pass the 
Maryland Offshore Wind Energy Act of 2013. Additionally, the Maryland Renewable Portfolio 
Standard (RPS) requires that Maryland obtain 20% of its electricity from renewable sources by 
2022. Maryland’s offshore wind farms, when completed, will generate 200 megawatts (MW). By 
using wind power, MTA and the Purple Line can work towards achieving this goal and take full 
advantage of one of the Governor’s signature initiatives. 


Maryland’s solar farms, which rank 14" in the nation in size and output, are another 
alternative that I urge you to examine. The Maryland Solar Farm in Hagerstown, the Mount Saint 
Mary’s University Solar Farm, and Nixon’s Farm in Columbia, will be generating 1,250 MW of 
electricity by 2015, when the Purple Line is set to begin construction. Using even a portion of this 
solar-generated power would greatly reduce the amount of coal-powered electricity that would 
otherwise be used to power the Purple Line. 


C. Microgrid 


The US Department of Energy, New Jersey Transit (NJT), Sandia National Laboratories, 
and the New Jersey Board of Public Utilities have partnered to develop a new project known as 
the NJ TransitGrid. When developed, the NJ TransitGrid will be the first system of its kind to 
incorporate microgrid usage into a major civilian transit system. Currently, the project has a $1 
million budget from the federal government to plan and develop how the system will work and 
what assets it will employ. 


Microgridding is the energy infrastructure of the future. They provide distributed, clean, 
reliable and consumer friendly power to their users. I had the privilege of being with the Governor 
on Wednesday of this week when he cut the ribbon for the first commercial solar microgrid using 
technology developed by two Montgomery County companies. He spoke eloquently of the 
importance of innovation to our state’s economy. This project has similar potential to serve as a 
catalyst for innovation in the realm of clean distributed energy, innovation that creates jobs, 
reduces emissions, and lowers the dependence on the grid. Accordingly, I recommend MTA and 
its P3 partners investigate the feasibility of a microgrid project, similar to the NJ TransitGrid, as a 
way to power the Purple Line. 


Mr. Secretary, the benefits and burdens of this critically important state project are not 
dispersed equally. Those that are being asked to sacrifice on behalf of the larger public good need 
your help. Their concerns need to be addressed, and the adverse impacts need to be mitigated to 
the maximum extent feasible. My goal, which I am sure you share, is to provide a state-of-the-art 
transit system that will serve us well into the future and that minimizes and mitigates adverse 
impacts on neighboring communities and our environment. 


Sincerely, 


(_ 


Councilmember, District 1 
Chair, Transportation, Infrastructure, Energy & 
Environment Committee 


cc: Michael Madden, MTA, Purple Line Project Manager 
Glenn Orlin, Deputy Administrator, Montgomery County Council 
Montgomery County Councilmembers 
Isiah Leggett, Montgomery County Executive 
Arthur Holmes, Director, Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
Francoise Carrier, Chair, Montgomery County Planning Board M-NCPPC 
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First Name : Al 
Last Name : Carr 
Email Address : alfred.carr@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Purple Line FEIS comments submitted by Delegate Al Carr 


Maryland's 18th Legislative District 


Comment #1: 


According to the FEIS, the purpose of the Purple Line project includes 
the 
following: 


“Provide faster, more direct, and more reliable east-west transit service 
connecting the major activity centers in the Purple Line corridor at 
Bethesda, Silver Spring, Takoma/Langley Park, College Park, and New 
Carrollton, 


Provide better connections to Metrorail services located in the corridor, 
and 


Improve connectivity to the communities in the corridor located between 
the 
Metrorail lines” 


Unfortunately the implementation of the purple line will worsen north- 
south 

travel along the Connecticut Avenue corridor for pedestrians, transit 
users 

and motor vehicles. 


Over the objections of citizens and communities along the Connecticut 
Avenue corridor, the Montgomery County Council approved the Chevy 
Chase 

Lake Sector plan which includes a large increase in the intensity of 
development contingent upon construction of the purple line. This land 
use 

plan was found to be “out of balance” regarding the sufficiency of the 
local roadway network. The plan calls for widening of Connecticut 
Avenue 

and East West highway which will hurt pedestrian safety, especially for 
students of nearby public schools. The County has not identified plans to 
improve north south transit service on Connecticut Avenue and instead 
allowed WMATA to reduce the frequency of the L7/L8 bus service in 
2009. 

Rather than improving transit service in the Connecticut Avenue corridor, 
the Maryland Department of Transportation facilitated the growth of 
single 

occupancy vehicle traffic by devoting scarce state funding to the 
widening 

of Connecticut Avenue near Jones Bridge Road. This project proceeded 
over 

the objections of local communities, state legislators, the planning board 
and despite the availability of newer, more accurate traffic count data 
questioning the need for the widening. 


Comment #2: 
The implementation of the purple line will come at the expense of fares 


and 
improvements to MARC commuter rail service in Montgomery County. 


The MARC Brunswick line provides access to Metrorail, downtown Silver 
Spring and other destinations for thousands of riders. Despite consistent 
increases in ridership, the Maryland Transit Administration eliminated 
holiday service and cut mid-afternoon Brunswick line train service from 
five days per week to Friday only. The Maryland Transit Administration 
has 

also diverted capital funds from MARC to the purple line. If ridership and 
revenue on the purple line fall short of projections, payments to the 
private partner will be made up by increasing fares on other state transit 
services which include MARC. The Maryland Department of 
Transportation has 

also scaled back long-term plans to improve MARC commuter rail 
service in 

Montgomery County when you compare the 2007 MARC Growth and 
Investment Plan 

with a revision published in 2013. 


Comment #3: 


The purpose and need statement states that bus service “is often slow 
and 

unreliable because it operates on a congested roadway system ... The 
constraints of traffic congestion, lack of opportunity to increase roadway 
capacity, ... limit the solutions which could be used to address the needs 
described above.” 


Congestion on corridor roadways and the reliability of bus service are 
areas that the state and county could choose to address. The state and 
the 

county have failed to implement or advance improvements for the east 
west 

J1, J2, J3 and J4 bus lines identified by the Washington Metropolitan 
Area 

Transit Authority in its Priority Corridor Network report. Improvements 
proposed in the report include: “transit signal priority and queue jumpers. 
Branding to create a unique transit identity” 


Comment #4: 

The purple line could result in reduced funding for Montgomery County’s 
Ride On Bus service. The MTA is negotiating with Montgomery County 
fora 

$110M contribution toward the up-front funding required to implement 
the 

purple line. If Montgomery County contributes tens of millions of dollars 
toward purple line construction, this could come at the expense of the 
preservation and expansion of Ride On Bus service. If the purple line 
overruns its construction budget, this could require additional 
contributions from Montgomery County which could further hurt Ride On 
Bus 

service as well as other county funded transportation services. 
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Comment Date : 10/29/2013 
First Name : Vernon 
Last Name : Archer 


Business/Agency/Associati Town of Riverdale Park 
on Name : 


Address : 5008 Queensbury Road 
City : Riverdale Park 
State : MD 


Zip Code : 20737 





Submission Content/Notes : Dear Mr.Madden: 


Attachments : 


On behalf of the Town of Riverdale Park Mayor and Council | would like 
to share with you concerns we have about the currently planned 
placement of the Purple line as it is currently planned along River Road. 
For reasons | will further elaborate below,we the Town of Riverdale Park 
ask that you reconsider the placement of the Purple line along River 
Road so as to enable the emerging vision of a dense Urban pedestrian 
oriented development to move forward. 


As you are likely aware Prince George's County is currently revising 
the Transit District Development Plan (TDDP) for the area between 
the College Park Metro Station and the Northeast Branch River. The 
clear direction of this exercise is to produce a mixed use, transit- 
oriented, pedestrian-friendly community with on-street parking, and 
narrower streets. This urban design model will encourage 
walking,biking,shopping and dining in the context of retail, office, 
restaurant and residential development. The county and its consultants 
have shown many illustrations of light rail as fully integrated features of 
mixed-use neighborhoods and the public is clearly excited about 
integrated light rail as part of the transportation mix. 


Many of the light rail lines that enhance mixed-use development are 
located in public roadways with rail sharing the roadways with vehicles 
and pedestrians. Such designs are welcomed by pedestrians and are an 
integral part of the street environment. Such placement of the rail 
within the existing roadway is of course planned for Paint Branch 
Parkway and Kenilworth Avenue sections of the Purple Line project. 


It therefore seems prudent to the Town of Riverdale Park that the 
placement of the rail line along River Road be reconsidered. The 
currently proposed alignment is too wide to encourage pedestrian traffic 
and further requires taking land from adjacent land owners. Both of 
these undesirable effects might be mitigated by placing the Purple 
Line directly in the existing roadway. 


Telephone (301) 927-6381 FAX (301) 864-8090 


Mr.Michael Madden 
Page 2 
October 22,2013 


We are aware that there are likely to be some impediments to changing 
this placement,but we are optimistic that they can be overcome. We 
believe that an in-road alignment would improve the likelihood of the 
Purple line being a successful addition to urban,mixed use vision for this 
neighborhood. 


Vernon Archer, Mayor 
Town of Riverdale Park 


Riverdale Park.pdf (62 kb) 
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October 22, 2013 


Mr. Michael Madden 

Project Manager, Purple Line 
Maryland Transit Administration 
100 S. Charles Street 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


Dear Mr. Madden: 


On behalf of the Town of Riverdale Park Mayor and Council | would like to share with you 
concerns we have about the currently planned placement of the Purple Line as it is currently 
planned along River Road. For reasons | will further elaborate below, we the Town of Riverdale 
Park ask that you reconsider the placement of the Purple Line along River Road so as to enable 
the emerging vision of a dense Urban pedestrian oriented development to move forward. 


As you are likely aware Prince George’s County is currently revising the Transit District 
Development Plan (TDDP) for the area between the College Park Metro Station and the 
Northeast Branch River. The clear direction of this exercise is to produce a mixed use, transit- 
oriented, pedestrian-friendly community with on-street parking, and narrower streets. This 
urban design model will encourage walking, biking, shopping and dining in the context of retail, 
office, restaurant and residential development. The county and its consultants have shown 
many illustrations of light rail as fully integrated features of mixed-use neighborhoods and the 
public is clearly excited about integrated light rail as part of the transportation mix. 


Many of the light rail lines that enhance mixed-use development are located in public roadways 
with rail sharing the roadways with vehicles and pedestrians. Such designs are welcomed by 
pedestrians and are an integral part of the street environment. Such placement of the rail 
within the existing roadway is of course planned for Paint Branch Parkway and Kenilworth 
Avenue sections of the Purple Line project. : 


It therefore seems prudent to the Town of Riverdale Park that the placement of the rail line 
along River Road be reconsidered. The currently proposed alignment is too wide to encourage 
pedestrian traffic and further requires taking land from adjacent land owners. Both of these 
undesirable effects might be mitigated by placing the Purple Line directly in the existing 
roadway. 


Telephone (301) 927-6381 Fax (301) 864-8090 


Mr. Michael Madden 
Page 2 
October 22, 2013 


We are aware that there are likely to be some impediments to changing this placement, but we 
are optimistic that they can be overcome. We believe that an in-road alignment would improve 
the likelihood of the Purple Line being a successful addition to urban, mixed use vision for this 
neighborhood. 


Sincerely, _- 





Vernon Archer, Mayor 
Town of Riverdale Park 


cc: University of Maryland (President Wallace Loh, Vice President for Administration and 
Finance Carlo Colella) 
Prince George’s County Executive (Rushern Baker, Brad Frome) 
Prince George’s County Planning Department (Chad Williams) 
American Center for Physics (Beth Cunningham) 
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Comment Date : 
First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


1/8/2014 

Chris 

Van Hollen 

Congress of the United States, House of Representatives 


51 Monroe Street 
507 

Rockville 

MD 

20850 


| am writing on behalf of many of my constituents who have submitted 
comments about 

the Maryland Transit Administration’s Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) on the 

Purple Line project. 

Specifically, | am writing to draw your attention to the comments 
submitted by, among 

others, the East Bethesda Citizens Association, Kentbury Drive 
Residents, the Town of Chevy 

Chase, the Coquelin Run Citizens Association, the North Woodside- 
Montgomery Hills Citizens 

Association, the Lyttonsville Community Civic Association, and the East 
Silver Spring Citizens 

Association. 

| have long expressed serious concerns about the impact of portions of 
the Purple Line on 

the neighborhoods through which it passes. | believe that the comments 
of these residential 

communities identify a number of very serious issues that deserve 
prompt and thorough 

attention, including noise and vibration levels, preservation of trees, 
visual impacts, and 

assistance to the small businesses that will be displaced by the project. 
Given that the project 

may be managed through a public-private partnership, it is crucial that 
these matters be fully 

addressed now by the MTA before a final agreement is reached with a 
contractor. 

| am aware that the MTA is under serious time pressure to address 
these concerns and, at 

the same time, submit its report to the Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA) in time for a 

Decision of Record to be included in the FTA’s report to Congress in 
January 2014. While | fully 

understand the importance of this timeline, it is equally important that 
appropriate mitigation 

efforts be made to the many residents and neighborhoods that will be so 
dramatically affected by 

this project. 

| appreciate your prompt attention to these concerns. 

Member of Congress 


Van Hollen 49561 .pdf (70 kb) 
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Hon. James T. Smith, Jr. 

Secretary 

Maryland Department of Transportation 
7201 Corporate Center Drive 

Hanover, MD 21076-1415 


Dear Secretary Smith: 


I am writing on behalf of many of my constituents who have submitted comments about 
the Maryland Transit Administration’s Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) on the 
Purple Line project. 


Specifically, | am writing to draw your attention to the comments submitted by, among 
others, the East Bethesda Citizens Association, Kentbury Drive Residents, the Town of Chevy 
Chase, the Coquelin Run Citizens Association, the North Woodside-Montgomery Hills Citizens 
Association, the Lyttonsville Community Civic Association, and the East Silver Spring Citizens 
Association. : 


I have long expressed serious concerns about the impact of portions of the Purple Line on 
the neighborhoods through which it passes. I believe that the comments of these residential 
communities identify a number of very serious issues that deserve prompt and thorough 
attention, including noise and vibration levels, preservation of trees, visual impacts, and 
assistance to the small businesses that will be displaced by the project. Given that the project 
may be managed through a public-private partnership, it is crucial that these matters be fully 
addressed now by the MTA before a final agreement is reached with a contractor. 


I am aware that the MTA is under serious time pressure to address these concerns and, at 
the same time, submit its report to the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) in time for a 
Decision of Record to be included in the FTA’s report to Congress in January 2014. While I fully 
understand the importance of this timeline, it is equally important that appropriate mitigation 
efforts be made to the many residents and neighborhoods that will be so dramatically affected by 
this project. 


I appreciate your prompt attention to these concerns. 






Chris Van Hollen 
Member of Congress 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


9/16/2013 

Ethan 

Goffman 

Sierra Club Montgomery County Group 


523 N Horners Ln 

Rockville 

MD 

20850 

ethan.goffman@maryland.sierraclub.org 

The Montgomery County Sierra Club Group continues to support the 
preferred alternative to the Purple Line. We believe it will greatly reduce 
sprawl, reduce the number of car trips in the area, benefit the local and 
global environment, and help heal the regional east-west divide. We 


would particularly like to see development in the Langley Park area, 
including high quality jobs, to help support balanced growth. 
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Comment Date : 
First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 
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Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/17/2013 

Rob 

Bindeman 

Landmark Realty Inc 


4827 Rugby Ave 
Suite 201 

Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
rbindeman@aol.com 


Having seen firsthand the LYNX in Charlotte, | believe the Purple Line is 
a much needed transportation and development solution for the 
Maryland suburbs. The public outreach efforts have been excellent and | 
applaud the MTA for their careful, diligent efforts to accomodate the 
many different perspectives on the development 
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Comment Date : 9/29/2013 
First Name : William 
Last Name : Hanna 


Business/Agency/Associati Action Langley Park 
on Name : 


Address : 1500 Merrimac Drive 
City : Langley Park 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20783 


Email Address : actionlangleypark@yahoo.com 





Submission Content/Notes : 29 September 2013 


Purple Line Decisionmakers: Re FEIS 

Envlronmentallmpac!: Of course, the word "environment" can mean 
many different things. For instance,it can mean air pollution-which 
widespread use of the light-rail system would presumably reduce. It 
might mean forcing businesses and residential homes to be torn down to 
make way for raillines,stations,and more.It can focus on vehicular and 
pedestrian movement.Thus the Purple Line FEIS reports that new traffic 
signals are planned in the Langley Park area for University Boulevard 
Intersections with 

Merrimac Drive,Lebanon Street,14th Avenue, Guilford Road, and 24th 
Avenue.I|t can mean disruption during construction (and that will certainly 
be a problem for severalyears), noise from light-rail operation,and 
more. The Langley Park area certainly will be impacted by new 
construction, the construction process,the noise and vibrations of 
operation,and more. But the socialimpact will be the greatest. 

Social impact:There is a discussion of the habitat and wildlife, but little 
discussion that we have discovered about the human habitat or the 
human wildlife. There is an "environmentaljustice" section,and this 
conclusion:"No disproportionately high and adverse effects on 
environmental justice populations. However, many of the commercial 
areas in the corridor are in environmental justice communities;MTA 
understands small,local,and El businesses will require some unique 
engagement." 

It is noted that 53 residentialunits and 60 commercial facilities will be 
displaced, and 2,000 jobs will be created.(Reserved for local 
residents??) Here's a key sentence: "A potential indirect effect of the 
Purple Line to [low income] populations would be a reduction in 
affordable housing as a result of redevelopment of existing housing and 
increased commercial rents and property values." And elsewhere in the 
report: "Adverse effects [include] increasing rents for businesses [and] 
loss of affordable housing." That's environmentalinjustice.So residents 
and businesspeople should get ready for the bulldozers and probably 
business failures. 

langley Park specifically: There is a section of the "Social Effects and 
Land Use Planning Technical Report" that focuses on 

"the Langley Park Neighborhood," but unfortunately the transit 
researchers don't know where Langley Park is!The report states: "The 
Langley Park neighborhood Is primarily in Prince George's County,but 
two of its ten census tracts are in Montgomery County." In fact, Langley 
Park is entirely within Prince George's County, and it has only three 
census tracks. Check census.gov!And believe it or not, the map of the 
neighborhood has the correct three-tracks area.How can the 
researchers be so incompetent? 

The report staff apparently doesn't know what "community facilities" are 
in the real Langley Park.The report lists the Greater 

Grace Church but puts it in Hyattsville;it is in Langley Park. And it lists 
the Chillum-Adelphi Fire Company but puts it in Adelphi;it is in Langley 
Park. But there is no mention of the Langley Park Community Center, 
the Langley Park Boys and Girls Club, the Langley Park McCormick 
Elementary School,the community police facility on New Hampshire 
Avenue,and who knows what else the staff missed. 

In Conclusion: How can one trust anything in the FEIS given the 
Incompetence of just a small section of the report. Surely some people 
should be fired. 

There is no accusation here that the report staff was paid off by 
Interested public and private sector stakeholders. 

A research team that gives a damn about the impact on the quality of life 
of residents and businesspeople in the alignment corridor would almost 
surely produce a different document. 

Alas, regardless of the FEIS or other documents, if the money becomes 
available from the Federal government or the private sector, the Purple 


Attachments : 


Line will be built, and that initially will lead to some displacement and 
over time gentrification that will force many of the residents of the 
Langley Park area to leave either because they are priced out of space 
or their apartments and business buildings will be torn down and 
replaced with more costly buildings. It is just a matter of time. The 
money needs of the county government and business people will be 
served.Of course, governments need money and businesses need 
profits. It's just a shame that there will be lots of losers, and the FEIS 
seems to justify the planned change in a somewhat magicalway. 

Given the likely construction, perhaps starting in 2015,let's hope that the 
eventualresult will have a high ridership so that as 


far as mass transit is concewthe.ned, 
Sincerely,J A / j 


roject is a success. But socialjustice and environmentaljustice are 
unlikely. 


Bill Hanna.pdf (110 kb) 


Langley Park Is a Neighborhood of Cultures 


Action Langley Park — 


A non-profit 50103 (ponding) neighborhood coalition of residents, laborers, businesspeople, members of the clergy, and their allies 
Telephone 301 405-4005, Email actionlangleypark(@yahoo.com, c/o LPCC 1500 Merrimac Dr., Langley Park 20783 


@From the desk of ALP Executive Secretary William J, Hanna, Ph.D.” 


29 September 2013 
Purple Line Decisionmakers: 
Re FEIS 


Environmental impact: Of course, the word “environment” can mean many different things. For instance, it can mean air 
pollution—which widespread use of the light-rail system would presumably reduce. It might mean forcing businesses and residential 
homes to be torn down to make way for rail lines, stations, and more. It can focus on vehicular and pedestrian movement. Thus the 
Purple Line FEIS reports that new traffic signals are planned in the Langley Park area for University Boulevard intersections with 
Merrimac Drive, Lebanon Street, 14th Avenue, Guilford Road, and 24th Avenue. ft can mean disruption during construction (and that will 
certainly be a problem for several years), noise from light-rail operation, and more. The Langley Park area certainly will be impacted by 
new construction, the construction process, the noise and vibrations of operation, and more. But the social impact will be the greatest. 

Social impact: There is a discussion of the habitat and wildlife, but little discussion that we have discovered about the human 
habitat or the human wildlife. There is an “environmental justice” section, and this conclusion: “No disproportionately high and adverse 
effects on environmental justice populations. However, many of the commercial areas in the corridor are in environmental justice ~ 
communities; MTA understands small, local, and EJ businesses will require some unique engagement.” 

It is noted that 53 residential units and 60 commercial facilities will he displaced, and 2,000 jobs will be created. (Reserved 
for local residents??) Here’s a key sentence: “A potential indirect effect of the Purple Line to [low income] populations would be a 
reduction in affordable housing as a result of redevelopment of existing housing and increased commercial rents and property values.” 
And elsewhere in the report: “Adverse effects [include] increasing rents for businesses [and] loss of affordable housing.” That’s 
environmental injustice. So residents and businesspeople should get ready for the bulldozers and probably business failures. 

Langley Park specifically: There is a section of the “Social Effects and Land Use Planning Technical Report” that focuses on 
“the Langley Park Neighborhood,” but unfortunately the transit researchers don’t know where Langley Park is! The report states: “The 
Langley Park neighborhood is primarily in Prince George’s County, but two of its ten census tracts are in Montgomery County.” In fact, 
Langley Park is entirely within Prince George’s County, and it has only three census tracks. Check census.gov! And believe it or not, the 
map of the neighborhood has the correct three-tracks area. How can the researchers be so incompetent? 

The report staff apparently doesn’t know what “community facilities” are in the real Langley Park. The report lists the Greater 
Grace Church but puts it in Hyattsville; it is in Langley Park. And it lists the Chillum-Adelphi Fire Company but puts it in Adelphi; it is in 
Langley Park. But there is no mention of the Langley Park Community Center, the Langley Park Boys and Girls Club, the Langley Park 
McCormick Elementary School, the community police facility on New Hampshire Avenue, and who knows what else the staff missed. 

in Conclusion: How can one trust anything in the FEIS given the incompetence of just a small section of the report. Surely some 
people should be fired. 

There is no accusation here that the report staff was paid off by interested public and private sector stakeholders. 

A research team that gives a damn about the impact on the quality of life of residents and businesspeople in the alignment 
corridor would almost surely produce a different document. 

Alas, regardless of the FEIS or other documents, if the money becomes available from the Federal government or the private 
sector, the Purple Line will be built, and that initially will lead to some displacement and over time gentrification that will force many of 
the residents of the Langley Park area to leave either because they are priced out of space or their apartments and business buildings 
will be tom down and replaced with more costly buildings. It is just a matter of time. The money needs of the county government and 
business people will be served. Of course, governments need money and businesses need profits. It’s just a shame that there will be lots 
of losers, and the FEIS seems to justify the planned change in a somewhat magical way. 

Given the likely construction, perhaps starting in 2015, fet’s hope that the eventual result will have a high ridership so that as 
far as mass transit is concerned, the project is a success. But social justice and environmental justice are unlikely. 


A faytpA A— 


Sincerely, 
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Business/Agency/Associati American Center for Physics 
on Name : 


Address : One Physics Ellipse 
City : College Park 
State : MD 


Zip Code : 20740 





Submission Content/Notes : Mr. Michael Madden 
Project Manager, Purple Line 
Maryland Transit Administration 
100 S. Charles Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Dear Mr. Madden: 
October 11, 2013 


On behalf of the American Center of Physics, | bring to your attention a 
fundamental incompatibility between the Purple Line and the clear 
direction being set by Prince George’s County and its citizens for future 
development in the College Park Riverdale Park Transit District through 
which the Purple Line will travel. 


Prince George’s County is in the midst of revising the existing Transit 
District Development Plan, so that the area surrounding the College 
Park Metro station will become a mixed use, transit-oriented, pedestrian- 
friendly community with on-street parking, narrow streets. The area will 
have an urban orientation that will encourage walking, biking, shopping 
and dining in the context of retail, office, restaurant and residential 
development. As examples of exemplary transit-oriented and mixed-use 
developments, the County and its development consultants have 
presented numerous sketches and pictures of light rail lines that are fully 
integrated into mixed-use neighborhoods. Recent workshops have 
elicited extensive public support for such a vision of this area. 


Many of the light rail lines that enhance mixed-use urban environments 
are located within public roadways. The light rail lines share these 
roadways with public and private vehicles, and they are fully compatible 
with pedestrian movements. These 

light rail lines are an integral part of the vibrant street environment. They 
are welcomed by pedestrians, and they encourage a sense of place and 
personality. 


In contrast to these visions of light rail that reinforce mixed-use transit- 
oriented development, the Purple Line is now planning to take an 
extensive amount of property along River Road in College Park and in 
Riverdale Park, precisely so that the line can avoid the public roadway. 
By moving ahead with this proposed alignment, the Purple Line will 
waste a unique opportunity to enhance the County’s plans for this area. 


If the Purple Line were to be aligned within the current roadway of River 
Road, then River Road would become a crucial link in the County’s plan 
for a pedestrian-friendly transit-oriented district. Further, using the 
existing roadway would reduce 

significantly the need to otherwise take private and public property for 
the Purple Line. 


Page 2 of 2 


In its current configuration, River Road is too wide to encourage 
pedestrian traffic. Placing the Purple Line within the roadway will greatly 
ameliorate that problem. Placing the Purple Line on an adjacent and 
isolated roadbed will simply exacerbate that problem. 


| also note here that the Purple Line will be located within the existing 
roadway on Paint Branch Parkway as it travels below the CSX and 
Metro tracks. Further, the Purple Line will be located within the existing 


Attachments : 


roadway on Kenilworth Avenue immediately adjacent to River Road. In 
fact, the Purple Line’s off-road location on River Road is book-ended by 
on-road locations immediately prior to and immediately after River Road. 
There hardly seems to be a reason for departing from the on-road 
alignment only on River Road while leaving the adjacent rail lines within 
the existing roadways. 


While | am sure there are impediments to the suggestion to place the 
Purple Line directly in the roadway on River Road, | am confident that 
such impediments can be overcome. An in-road alignment would 
improve dramatically the likelihood that the Purple Line will contribute to 
the transit-oriented, pedestrian-friendly, mixed-use development being 
sought by the local community, residents, land owners and policy 
makers in Prince George’s County. 


Thank you for your attention to this matter. Sincerely, 


Beth Cunningham 
President 
American Center for Physics 


cc:University of Maryland (President Wallace Loh, Vice President of 
Administration and 

Finance Carlos Colella) 

City of College Park (Mayor Andrew Fellows, Planning Director Terri 
Schum) Town of Riverdale Park (Mayor Vernon Archer and Councilman 
Alan Thompson) Prince George’s County Executive (Rushern Baker, 
Brad Frome) 

Prince George’s County Planning Department (Chad Williams) 


American Center for Physics.pdf (173 kb) 





One Physics Ellipse 
College Park, MD 20740 
TEL:. 301-209-3000 
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October 11, 2013 
Mr. Michael Madden 
Project Manager, Purple Line 
Maryland Transit Administration 
100 S. Charles Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Dear Mr. Madden: 


On behalf of the American Center of Physics, I bring to your attention a fundamental 
incompatibility between the Purple Line and the clear direction being set by Prince 
George’s County and its citizens for future development in the College Park Riverdale 
Park Transit District through which the Purple Line will travel. 


Prince George’s County is in the midst of revising the existing Transit District 
Development Plan, so that the area surrounding the College Park Metro station will 
become a mixed use, transit-oriented, pedestrian-friendly community with on-street 
parking, narrow streets. The area will have an urban orientation that will encourage 
walking, biking, shopping and dining in the context of retail, office, restaurant and 
residential development. As examples of exemplary transit-oriented and mixed-use 
developments, the County and its development consultants have presented numerous 
sketches and pictures of light rail lines that are fully integrated into mixed-use 
neighborhoods. Recent workshops have elicited extensive public support for such a 
vision of this area. 


Many of the light rail lines that enhance mixed-use urban environments are located 
within public roadways. The light rail lines share these roadways with public and 
private vehicles, and they are fully compatible with pedestrian movements. These 

light rail lines are an integral part of the vibrant street environment. They are welcomed 
by pedestrians, and they encourage a sense of place and personality. 


In contrast to these visions of light rail that reinforce mixed-use transit-oriented 
development, the Purple Line is now planning to take an extensive amount of property 
along River Road in College Park and in Riverdale Park, precisely so that the line can 
avoid the public roadway. By moving ahead with this proposed alignment, the Purple 
Line will waste a unique opportunity to enhance the County’s plans for this area. 


If the Purple Line were to be aligned within the current roadway of River Road, then 
River Road would become a crucial link in the County’s plan for a pedestrian-friendly 
transit-oriented district. Further, using the existing roadway would reduce 
significantly the need to otherwise take private and public property for the Purple Line. 
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In its current configuration, River Road is too wide to encourage pedestrian traffic. Placing the 
Purple Line within the roadway will greatly ameliorate that problem. Placing the Purple Line on 
an adjacent and isolated roadbed will simply exacerbate that problem. 


I also note here that the Purple Line will be located within the existing roadway on Paint Branch 
Parkway as it travels below the CSX and Metro tracks. Further, the Purple Line will be located 
within the existing roadway on Kenilworth Avenue immediately adjacent to River Road. In fact, 
the Purple Line’s off-road location on River Road is book-ended by on-road locations 
immediately prior to and immediately after River Road. There hardly seems to be a reason for 
departing from the on-road alignment only on River Road while leaving the adjacent rail lines 
within the existing roadways. 


While I am sure there are impediments to the suggestion to place the Purple Line directly in the 
roadway on River Road, I am confident that such impediments can be overcome. An in-road 
alignment would improve dramatically the likelihood that the Purple Line will contribute to the 
transit-oriented, pedestrian-friendly, mixed-use development being sought by the local 
community, residents, land owners and policy makers in Prince George’s County. 


Thank you for your attention to this matter. 


Sincerely, 





Beth Cunningham 
President 
American Center for Physics 


cc: University of Maryland (President Wallace Loh, Vice President of Administration and 
Finance Carlos Colella) 
City of College Park (Mayor Andrew Fellows, Planning Director Terri Schum) 
Town of Riverdale Park (Mayor Vernon Archer and Councilman Alan Thompson) 
Prince George’s County Executive (Rushern Baker, Brad Frome) 
Prince George’s County Planning Department (Chad Williams) 
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Submission Content/Notes : Purple Line FEIS Comments 


Maryland Transportation Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


To Whom It May Concern: 


Please accept the attached comments on the FEIS from the Hamlet 
Place Cooperative in accordance with your website on this subject. 
Hamlet Place Owners, Inc (‘Hamlet Place’) . is a community of 75 
townhomes located in Chevy Chase, whose future existence is 
intrinsically linked to successful mitigation of our issues with your Purple 
Line project. We have participated in local meetings on this project in 
the past, but they have been of a regional nature and generally involved 
i's future and the relationship to the Chevy Chase Sector Plan. This 
FEIS is the first opportunity we have to readily see the full impact of the 
project on our community and comment on it. 


After reviewing the FEIS we believe we are as impacted — if not more 
so- from a lifestyle and economic standpoint than any other community 
in its path. Hamlet Place is comprised of real taxpaying citizens of 
Maryland whom this FEIS is legally obligated to protect. Hamlet Place 
Cooperative (‘Hamlet Place’) has virtually all of its 75 townhomes within 
500 ‘of the Proposed ROW, and , 50 within 300 feet. We have 30 
townhomes within a distance of as little as 20 feet to 150 feet of the 
ROW. Yet, given this situation, our review of the FEIS finds- incredibly- 
that there is no mention of the Hamlet Place Cooperative in the entire 
document. We therefore reviewed the FEIS and commented on its 
general information and data relative to it’s perceived impact on us. 
Enel we addressed potential mitgations for these impacts as we saw 
it. 


We have addressed all Sections of the FEIS in this manner, and 
especially point out the ‘Commitments’ Paragraph (4.20) and it’s 
statement’ to coordinate and consult with affected communities’ as our 
opportunity to mitigate our impacts from this point forward. Our goal is 
to have a situation where we do not know the Purple Line exists either 
during construction or operation. 


Sincerely, 


David Sherman, President 
Hamlet Place Owners, Inc. 
3583 Hamlet Place 

Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
301 652-8630 


djshermansk@hotmail.com 


Purple Line FEIS Comments 


Hamlet Place Owners, Inc., 3573 Hamlet Place, Chevy Chase, MD 
20815 


October 15, 2013 


1.. Section 4.0, ‘Environmental Resources , Impacts and Mitigation’, 
Para 4.1 “Overview” states that for some impacts the study area 
extends a specified distance from the centerline (eg: 500’). Hamlet 
Place Cooperative (‘Hamlet Place’) has virtually all of its 75 townhomes 
within 500 ‘of the ROW, 50 within 300’ and 30 extending from within as 
little as 20’ to 150’ of the ROW. Why is Hamlet Place Coop not a ‘Study 
Area’ given the impacts which are virtually assured and many other 
areas farther away — and not impacting actual homeowners - are 
included? How can Hamlet Place become a ‘Study Area’? 

2.. Para 4-9 Visual Impacts states the MTA will ‘continue to consult with 
affected 
communities regarding aesthetic treatments of transitway elements’. 
Hamlet Place Coop has never been approached. How can this be 
remedied? 


3.. Table 4-3 How does the ‘Purple Line Functional Plan’ address 
specific issues along the route ? 

4.. Fig 4-2 Defines 16 neighborhoods as ‘Study Areas’. Why is Hamlet 
Place Coop not included? 

5.. Figure 4-3 Why is the open space east of Hamlet Place Coop not 
addressed ? 

6.. Para 4.9 Visual Resources Why is Hamlet Place not designated as 
having ‘High Visual effect’ given the definition of extensive change due 
to the distance from the centerline? 

7.. VAU 1 description and Table 4-22 address visual impacts and state 
that much of the existing vegetation and tree canopy would be removed, 
and the existing embankment lowered. A 4’ high retaining wall as 
indicated is not considered adequate mitigation along the 540’ common 
border of Hamlet Place and the ROW including adjacent properties 
given the distance of the townhomes from the ROW. A minimum 15’ 
high wall and additional tree and vegetation plantings along the common 
border are required to mitigate the visual impact. Given the height of the 
trains and the nighttime operation, train riders can easily see into Hamlet 
Place living room and bedroom windows. Describe the effect the visual 
impact of a 10’ or 15’ wall on the overhead wiring of the trains or the 
impact of Purple Line lighting on Hamlet Place. What is the track grade 
above Hamlet Place ROW? 

8.. Figure 4-18 depicting the completed Capital Crescent Trail grossly 
distorts the distance impacts experienced by Hamlet Place. 

9.. Page 4-90 addresses collaboration with the Town of Chevy Chase 
on visual, noise and other effects. Hamlet Place Cooperative requests 


equal collaboration given it is more impacted than the Town of Chevy 
Chase. Identify a method for the MTA to coordinate with Hamlet Place 
on impacts and mitigations. 

10.. Para 4.10 Air Quality 4.10.1 How is Hamlet Place adequately 
addressed regarding the NAAQS in the Purple Line Design and 
construction given its distance from the ROW? 

11.. Para 4.11 How is Hamlet Place adequately addressed regarding 
noise abatement in the Purple Line Design and construction given its 
distance from the ROW? It is well within the 700’ corridor stated as the 
‘analysis study area’. 

12.. Hamlet Place is shown at approximately Noise and Vibration 
Monitoring Station M-12 and S-6 on Figure 4-27. Para 4.11.3 and Table 
4-29 state that based on analysis the 4’Noise Wall’ will provide 
adequate mitigation. Provide the MTA analysis which shows this is 
acceptable when applied to Hamlet Place which is 20’ from the ROW. 

13.. Describe how Hamlet Place will be impacted by train horns and 
other noise during operations when trains approach the Connecticut 
Avenue Station. 

14.. Describe the ‘short term construction impacts’ on Hamlet Place 
regarding noise which the EIS states in Section 4.12 will be ‘limited’. 
Address specific mitigations for Hamlet Place involving the hours of 
construction operations, the duration of the construction schedule at 
Hamlet Place, and db levels during construction. Address any nighttime 
construction plans since the EIS states that daylight construction 
activities will be conducted ‘whenever possible’. 

15.. Para 4.14 Water Resources 
Figure 4-28 Wetlands, waterways, and Flood Plains. This Figure shows 
the area around Hamlet Place impacted by WUS gb-3, gb-4 and 
Coquelin Run. What is in the design to direct surface water from the 
Purple Line during construction and operations away from Hamlet Place. 
What mitigations are planned along the Hamlet Place border and our 
adjacent townhouse groups? What are the plans to enhance the 
channel of Coquelin Run to accommodate this increased runoff? 
Describe the existing conditions and future impacts of the Purple Line on 
WUS gb-3 and gb-4, and any planned mitigations for this. Describe the 
impact of the lowered existing surface buffer along Hamlet Place on 
groundwater control, and proposed mitigations. 


16.. Hazardous Materials 
Regarding Table 4-38 Potential for Concern, Ranking Criteria, and 
number of sites within Study Area’, since it is unclear from Figure 4-29, 
where does Hamlet Place fall within the 573 sites listed showing areas of 
medium/high potential? Provide details of the analysis of this? If it was 
not studied for hamlet Place— why not? What is the mitigation 
proposed for Hamlet Place for hazardous material from the Purple Line? 


17.. Para 4.17 Utilities 
Describe all utilities in the area around Hamlet Place which would be 
impacted by Purple Line construction and operations and mitigations 
planned. 


18.. Visual effects, page 4-162. Describe the visual impact on Hamlet 
Place of any of the 10 VAU’s investigated. Why is Hamlet Place not 
one of the three listed with High Visual impact give its proximity to the 
ROW (20 feet) ? 

19.. Table 4-53 identifies 4 single family residences and one apartment 
building which would experience vibration effects. Why is Hamlet Place 
(20 feet off the ROW) not on this list? what mitigations are being 
implemented which keep it off the list? 

20.. Paragraph 4-20 Commitments How is Hamlet Place addressed 
within these general commitments? . Specific examples are; 

Visual para 4.9: Page 4-169 states‘ MTA will continue to coordinate and 


consult with affected communities regarding aesthetic treatments of the 
transitway effects’. How is Hamlet Place to be specifically included in 
this effort? 


Air Quality para 4.10 states‘MTA will require construction contractor to 
implement dust control measures ....... ” How is Hamlet Place to be 
specifically included in this? 


Noise Para 4.11 states ‘Between Bethesda and Rock Creek Stream 
Valle Park a minimum 4’ noise retaining wall will be constructed adjacent 
to residential areas’. Justify that Hamlet Place should not have a 15 foot 
high wall (in lieu of the 4 foot minimum) along it's ROW with the Purple 
Line and extending a significant distance in either direction of it’s 
ROW.as a mitigation. 


Vibration para 4.12 states ‘MTA will perform site-specific (emphasis 
added) assessment of those areas in the FEIS as having potential 
vibratiokn impacts. MTA will develop appropriate mitigation strategies. 
MTA will Identify appropriate measures during construction.’ What 
mitigations are planned specifically for Hamlet Place in regards to these 
statements? 


Water Resources para 4.14 states ‘MTA will mitigate project impacts to 
WUS including wetlands ..... ’, What mitigations are planned for these 
areas near Hamlet Place as identified in other sections of the FEIS? 


Hazardous Materials para 4.16 What potential hazardous materials are 
possible for the area around Hamlet Place, and what are plans to 
mitigate these? 


21.. Overview of Construction Activities Chapter 5.0 
Where can the ‘Purple Line Construction Activities Technical Report’ be 
accessed by Hamlet Place ? 


Section 5.1 When will Hamlet Place have access to a construction 
schedule of any level of detail showing activities in it’s area in order that 
we can evaluate the continuing impact on our community over the 4 
years of construction? Table 5-1 is not adequate for this. 


Section 5.1 indicates that construction could take place 6 days per week 
and up to 15 hours per day for above ground work. This is unacceptable 
to Hamlet Place given our proximity to the ROW and could include 
lighting work areas.. Advise of when this is planned, and nitigations 
proposed including the impacts of daylight work during weekdays only. 


Describe the plans to use the Capital Crescent Trail as a haul route in 
the Hamlet Place area either to the east or to the west. 


Table 5-2 Elements of Construction Areas 1 thru 9 shows that 
Hamlet Place is in 


Construction Area 1 and it appears that our 540 feet of border would 
be 


approximately 5% of the total 2 miles of planned transitway and 
10% of the 


transitway east of Connecticut Avenue. Section 5.2.1 describes 
only general 


construction techniques planned for this area. Provide more detail 
including piles, 


cut and refill with structural soil, grading, tree removal, concrete 
work, drainage, 


lighting, noise control, etc. in order that we can evaluate impacts 
and mitigations on 


our community. When will this level of detail be available if not now 
? Figure 5.1 


distorts the location of Hamlet Place relative to the Purple Line 
ROW. 


Describe the new culvert at Coquelin Run. 


How will Hamlet Place be impacted by construction of minimum 4 
foot wall and 


higher ones ? 


How will the grading of the Purple Line in the Hamlet Place area be 
impacted by the 


Connecticut Avenue overpass (eg where will the track begin to 
elevate for this 


overpass)? 


5.3 Transportation Management Plan. How will Chevy Chase Lake 
Drive be 


impacted by Purple Line Construction ? 


5.4 Environmental Compliance Plan: When will this Plan and it’s 
updates be 


available to Hamlet Place to evaluate impacts and mitigations to our 
community ? 
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Melvin 
Tull 
Silver Spring Urban District Advisory Committee 


mel@leedg.com 


Please consider these few comments about the Purple Line in Silver 
Spring: 


1. Pages 114 and 115. There is a need for installation of streetlights 
as part of the Purple Line project through the 900 block of Bonifant 
Street. The narrow existing sidewalk will be a pedestrian hazard with 
trains running so close beside it. The Purple line project needs to widen 
the sidewalk, reconstructing according to the brick sidewalk standard for 
the Silver Spring central business district. 


2. The plan documents on these pages are not clear about the 
location of catenary poles in the 900 block of Bonifant St , but Page 319, 
Alignment Typical Section of Bonifant Street, Sta Trk 1 618+00 to Sta 
Trk 1 621+00, shows that the catenary poles are not between the tracks, 
but are located outside the tracks, on both sides, further crowding the 
narrow sidewalk pedestrian area. 


3. The stippled background on the plan for the 900 block of Bonifant 
St might indicate concrete, or grass between the tracks. What is it and 
who/which agency will be responsible for maintenance. 


4. Page 198. Why doesn't the track alignment profile show "Alley at- 
grade crossing’ at the alley entrance on Bonifant Street east of Georgia 
Ave? 


5. Page 4-34. Acquisitions section does not list the 315 properties 
where the Purple Line project would like to obtain easements or the size 
or duration of the easements. It is difficult for property owners to 
determine the impact on their properties in the absence of disclosure of 
the easement list. 


Thanks for consideration of these observations. A response would be 
appreciated. 
Mel 


Melvin Tull 

Chairman 

Silver Spring Urban District Advisory Committee 
301-717-2327 
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Submission Content/Notes : Spee is the comment of the East Bethesda Community Association 
regarding 


the Purple Line's FEIS. 


Robert Posner 


EBCA 


THE EAST BETHESDA COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION’S (EBCA) 
POSITION ON PROPOSED PURPLE LINE 


The EBCA’s past position on the possible conflict between the tree-lined 
Capital Crescent trail and the proposed Purple Line’s use of the Trail was 
“Save the Capital Crescent Trail”. 


Now that the Final Environmental Impact Study (FEIS) was released by the 
State after several years in the making, there is sufficient information to 
clarify the EBCA position. 


The State’s plan is based on projected future ridership travelling east-west 
in Prince George County and Montgomery County. The Purple Line ends 
in Bethesda, near Bethesda Row. It does not effectively attack the growing 
congestion of commuter traffic around NIH and the Navy Medical Center. 


The proposed Purple Line will remove the mature trees that shade walkers, 
runners, bicyclists and strollers on the Capital Crescent Trail during the 
heat of summer months and severely reduce our community’s canopy. 

The Trail, as we know it, is to be replaced by an exposed 12 foot wide 
cement sidewalk separated from the noise and motion of light rail trains by 
a 4 foot high wall. The replacement sidewalk is to be 12 feet wide with 2 
feet on either side of the cement for plantings. 


The total effect of a combined sidewalk and train tracks is a concrete swath 
about 30 feet wide exclusive of retaining walls and fencing. 


In effect, our community will lose the Capital Crescent Trail while massive 
north-south commute congestion on Wisconsin Avenue, Old Georgetown 
Road and Connecticut Avenue remains. 


PROPOSED: THAT EBCA REMAINS OPPOSED TO THE USE OF THE 
CAPITAL CRESCENT TRAIL RIGHT-OF-WAY BY THE PROPOSED 
PURPLE LINE AND URGES THE STATE TO ADDRESS TRAFFIC 
CONGESTION AROUND THE NIH AND NAVAL MEDICAL CENTER. 


September 18, 2013 
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10/21/2013 

Shane 

Farthing 

Washington Area Bicyclist Association 


146 U Street, NE 
Washington 

DC 

20002 
shane@waba.org 
Dear MTA: 


WABA supports the Purple Line project because we believe it presents 
the most viable option for the improvement of the Georgetown 
Branch/Capital Crescent Trail connection between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. The resulting paved trail with improved, grade-separated 
crossings of major arterials has long been the promise of this project for 
those members of the community who travel by bicycle. Therefore, we 
are pleased to see the long-awaited completion of the FEIS. 


However, we are deeply concerned at the treatment of the trail in the 
FEIS. Rather than embracing the trail as an integral part of the work of 
all parties, MTA acknowledges a willingness to pursue only a single off- 
road and grade-separated alignment, before reverting to the lowest 
common denominator alternative of an “on-road trail.” This is 
insufficient. 


The trail component is integral to the project, and MTA must cooperate 
with MCDOT and other stakeholders to ensure appropriate collaboration 
on project goals, timelines, and deliverables to ensure that a paved, 
traffic-separated and grade-separated trail connection between the two 
downtowns is completed. 


Therefore, we insist that the trail component of this project be given 
more than a single-shot attempt before MTA passes all responsibility to 
others. MTA must accept its responsibility for ensuring that an 
appropriately designed train is integrated into the design, as must 
MCDOT and other entities. 


We continue to support the Purple Line, but that support is largely due to 
the promise the Purple Line represents for the accompanying trail 
connection. It is the responsibility of MTA, as the lead agency of this 
project, to work with other necessary stakeholders to ensure that a 
paved, grade-separated trail results. 


Commitments to the creation of a paved, separated trail have been 
made repeatedly by MTA representatives in statements and in 
renderings, and such commitments should similarly be included in the 
FEIS: 


Sincerely, 


Shane Farthing 
Washington Area Bicyclist Association 
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Ajay 
Bhatt 
Save The Trail 


ajay.bhatt@savethetrail.org 


Please see our attached PDF "FCCT FEIS Comment Letter (2013) 
Final.pdf" 
response to the Final Environmental Impact Statement. 


Thank you, 


Ajay Bhatt 
President 


Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail 


w: <http://www.savethetrail.org/> SaveTheTrail.org | f: 
<https://www.facebook.com/pages/Friends-of-the-Capital-Crescent- 
Trail/204693 

696213931> facebook.com/Friends of The Capital Crescent Trail | t: 
<https://twitter.com/SaveTheTrail> twitter.com/savethetrail 


e: <mailto:Ajay.Bhatt@SaveThetTrail.org> 
Ajay.Bhatt@SaveTheTrail.org | p: 
301-500-0124 


FCCT FEIS Comment Letter (2013) Final.pdf (825 kb) 
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Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail - PO Box 5803 - Bethesda, MD 20824 


October 21, 2013 
Via Electronic Submission (FEIS @purplelinemd.com) 


Henry Kay 

Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Daniel Koenig 

Federal Transit Administration 
1990 K Street, NW, Suite 510 
Washington, DC 20006 


Re: Purple Line — Final Environmental Impact Statement and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation 
Ladies and Gentlemen: 


We appreciate the opportunity to respond to the request by the Maryland Transit Administration (“MTA”) 
and the Federal Transit Administration (“FTA”) for comments in connection with the above-referenced 
final environmental impact statement (“FEIS”). The FEIS describes and summarizes certain 
transportation and environmental impacts of building the Purple Line, a proposed east-west light rail 
transit service in Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland. The purported purpose of the 
Purple Line is to: (1) provide faster, more direct, and more reliable east-west transit service connecting 
the major activity centers in the Purple Line corridor at Bethesda, Silver Spring, Takoma/Langley Park, 
College Park, and New Carrollton; (2) provide better connections to Metrorail services located in the 
corridor; and (3) improve connectivity to the communities in the corridor located between the Metrorail 
lines. 


This comment letter is submitted on behalf of the Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail (“FCCT” or “we” 

and other individuals and groups that support our cause.' The FCCT is a non-profit organization 
dedicated to preserving park land, open space and quality of life in Montgomery County, Maryland. We 
are not against mass transit and, in fact, fully support mass transit projects that are cost-effective, provide 
real benefits and do not irrevocably destroy park land uniquely situated in intensely developed residential 
and commercial areas. The Purple Line — in its current form — fails these three objectives, and we believe 





We have also submitted, in separate correspondence, the signatures of approximately 5,500 citizens that 
oppose the Purple Line in its current form. 
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the selection of the “preferred alternative’” has been an outcome-driven process without serious 
consideration of other, more cost effective forms of mass transit, including bus rapid transit (“BRT”) with 
traffic signal priority and dedicated and/or exclusive bus lanes. 


We also believe that the FEIS fails to adequately assess, or fully and fairly discuss, the environmental and 
health impact of the Purple Line on the portion of the Capital Crescent Trail (“CCT”) between Bethesda 
and Lyttonsville, also known as the Georgetown Branch Trail (the “Georgetown Branch Trail” or the 
“Trail’”), and the adjoining neighborhoods and their citizens. Nor has the FEIS adequately informed 
“decision-makers and the public of the reasonable alternatives which would avoid or minimize [these] 
adverse impacts or enhance the quality of the human environment.’ For these and other reasons 
discussed in more detail below, the FEIS has failed to satisfy the legal requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (“NEPA”). 


We strongly urge the MTA and FTA to reconsider the Purple Line in its current form. To that end, we 
request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects the deficiencies identified in this letter and 
provides a full and fair comparison of the attributes and deficiencies of the Preferred Alternative, No 
Build Alternative and Medium Investment BRT Option 1 (as defined below). 


ABOUT THE TRAIL 


The CCT is a linear park — a park utilized by over one million citizens each year, from Montgomery and 
Prince George’s Counties and other counties in surrounding areas." The CCT spans 11 miles, from 
Georgetown, DC to Silver Spring, MD. Montgomery County also identifies the CCT as a “special park” 
which is “heavily used at all times.”” The Georgetown Branch Trail is a section of the CCT that runs for 
three miles between Bethesda and Lyttonsville. The Purple Line — in its current form — would 
fundamentally change the character of this magnificent park, and irrevocably destroy the mature forest 
and tree canopy that line a significant portion of the Georgetown Branch Trail. 


The FEIS states that, as part of the Preferred Alternative, a permanent trail would be constructed within 
the Georgetown Branch Trail, along the Purple Line, and that the paved trail would “generally” be 12 feet 
wide with two-foot shoulders, “except that it may be narrower in locations where the width is 
constrained.” Of course, variations in topography along the Trail, as well as other physical impediments, 
would reduce the already limited space for a trail and guarantee that these measurements would not be 
maintained for the duration of the Trail. These changes would fundamentally affect the quantity or 





For purposes of this comment letter, the “Preferred Alternative” refers to the MTA’s current proposal 
(i.e., the Purple Line in its current form). 


2 40 C.F.R. §1502.2. 


See Capital Crescent Trail/Georgetown Branch Trail Survey Report, Maryland-National Capital Park & 
Planning Commission Department of Parks, May 2007, at 1 (“Over one million people use the popular 
Capital Crescent (CCT) and Georgetown Branch Trails each year.’’) (the “2007 Survey”). 


See MontgomeryParks.org, Trail Maps, Capital Crescent Trail, available at http://www.montgom 
eryparks.org/PPSD/ParkTrails/trails MAPS/Crescent.shtm; see also MontgomeryParks.org, Park & Trail 
Directory, Capital Crescent Trail Special Park, available at http://www.montgomeryparks.org/parks_fa 
cilities_directory/capitalcrescenttrailsp.shtm. 


2 FEIS, at p. 2-27. 


quality of use of the Trail, depriving citizens of a nature sanctuary and an important buffer between 
commercial areas and adjoining residential neighborhoods. These changes could also introduce serious 
safety concerns for users of the Trail by, for example, forcing Trail users to cross Wisconsin Avenue — a 
busy six-lane road — to make the connection to the other portion of the Trail. 


Before 1985, the CCT was a single-track freight line with a slow-moving train running once a day on the 
old Baltimore and Ohio Railroad right-of-way between Georgetown, Bethesda and Silver Spring. In 
1988, Montgomery County purchased a portion of the right-of-way under the National Trails Systems 
Act, often called the “Rails-to-Trails Act.” Although this portion was purchased by the county for the 
purpose of providing both a trail and transitway, times, circumstances and priorities have changed. The 
seven-mile section of the CCT from Georgetown to Bethesda was built and formally dedicated in 
December 1996. Development of the Georgetown Branch Trail was approved by Montgomery County in 
August 1995 and dedicated in January 1997. In August 1998, the segment of trail passing through the 
tunnel underneath the Air Rights building, Wisconsin Avenue, and the Apex building entered into service 
to connect the two trail sections. In May 2003, repairs were completed to the historic Rock Creek Trestle 
and it was dedicated for trail use, closing the last major gap in the interim trail along the Georgetown 
Branch Rail Line Corridor. 


The CCT, including the Georgetown Branch Trail, helps create and support the region’s culture of 
healthful living, outdoors enjoyment, and environmental awareness. These immeasurable benefits have 
already been bestowed on an entire generation and should remain for generations to come. The Trail 
should remain a first-class park encouraging recreation and respite from two thriving urban centers, 
Bethesda and Silver Spring, and afford citizens alternative forms of transportation by being able to run, 
walk or bike safely between these two locations. 


ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS 


1. Outcome-driven process without serious consideration of other, more cost effective forms 
of mass transit. 


We believe that the selection of the Preferred Alternative has been an outcome-driven process without 
serious consideration of other, more cost effective forms of mass transit, including BRT with traffic signal 
priority and dedicated and/or exclusive bus lanes. The regulations adopted by the Council on 
Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) implementing NEPA require that the alternatives discussion “rigorously 
explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives, and for alternatives which were eliminated 
from detailed study, briefly discuss the reasons for their having been eliminated.”’ The regulations 
emphasize that the alternatives section “is the heart of the environmental impact statement,”* and must 
“present the environmental impacts of the proposal and the alternatives in comparative form.” 
Moreover, the regulations adopted by the FTA and the Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”) 
implementing NEPA also require that “the final EIS shall identify the preferred alternative and evaluate 
all reasonable alternatives considered.” 


In response to, and in anticipation of, the Alternatives Analysis and Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (“AA/DEIS”), several commenters, including the Town of Chevy Chase, expressed concerns 
with respect to the alternatives considered and methodologies used by the MTA and FTA and 
recommended that the MTA and FTA consider other alternatives. One alternative — referred to in the 
FEIS as the “Medium Investment BRT Option 1” — would use BRT on Jones Bridge Road, between 
Bethesda and Jones Mill Road. According to the FEIS, the Medium Investment BRT Option 1, although 
providing a more direct service between Walter Reed National Military Medical Center (““WRNMMC”), 
would result in longer travel time and a loss of more than 2,000 daily riders.'' The FEIS also claimed that 
the “travel market ... of downtown Bethesda is almost twice the size of the WRNMMC travel market.” 
On this basis, the Medium Investment BRT Option | “was not carried forward” and was not sufficiently 
evaluated in the FEIS. However, we understand that a transportation engineer has raised serious concerns 
with respect to the methodology used by the MTA and FTA in the AA/DEIS, and requested the 
background data upon which they relied to support their conclusions.'’ In addition, the AA/DEIS 
assessment was made before the full implementation of the Base Realignment and Closure (“BRAC”), 
and population and employment growth along the Jones Bridge Road alignment is expected to be higher 





: 40 C.F.R. §1502.14(a) (emphasis added). 

. 40 C.F.R. §1502.14. 

Id. (emphasis added). 

2 23 C.F.R. §771.125(a)(1) (emphasis added). 


See FEIS, at p. 2-8; FEIS, Technical Report: Supporting Documentation on Alternatives (2013). 
ce See FEIS, at p. 2-8. 


See, e.g., Letter from Town of Chevy Chase to Diana Ratcliff, Director, Office of Planning, Maryland 
Transit Administration (Jan. 13, 2009) (providing comments on the AA/DEIS); Rebuttal to MTA’s White 
Paper Entitled “Medium Investment BRT Variations Serving Medical Center Purple Line AA/DEIS,” Sam 
Schwartz Engineering (on file with authors); Response to MTA’s White Paper entitled “Visitor Trips to the 
Walter Reed National Military Medical Center,” Sam Schwartz Engineering (on file with authors). 
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than growth along the CCT alignment.'* Medium Investment BRT Option 1, a transit option that is less 
costly than the Purple Line and serves the travel needs of an area experiencing such tremendous growth, 
should have been given greater consideration by the MTA. All of these concerns and reasonable requests 
for additional information should have been addressed before circulation of the FEIS. 


Without providing full and fair discussion of a reasonable alternative (e.g., Medium Investment BRT 
Option 1), policymakers are denied the type of objective comparison that an environmental impact 
statement (“EIS”) must provide. This type of objective comparison is particularly critical considering: 
(1) the budgetary limitations of the federal government and the State of Maryland; and (2) that the cost of 
the Medium Investment BRT Option 1 is substantially less than the current estimated cost of the Purple 
Line, approximately $2.2 billion.’ As most of our members are tax-paying citizens of the State of 
Maryland, we are also concerned that: (1) the cost of the Purple Line will continue to rise; and (2) the 
Purple Line will not generate sufficient revenue to cover annual operating expenses. Apparently, the FTA 
shares our concerns. According to the most recent “New Starts” project ratings, the Purple Line’s two 
lowest ratings — “medium-low” — relate to “Capital Cost Estimates, Assumptions and Financial Capacity” 
and “Operating Cost Estimates, Assumptions and Financial Capacity.” The FTA noted that: 
(1) “[r]evenue assumptions are optimistic when compared with historical data”; (2) “[t]he capital cost 
estimate is optimistic”; and (3) “[a]lssumed growth in operating expenses and farebox collections is 
optimistic when compared to historical experience.” The AA/DEIS and/or FEIS are further deficient in 
their failure to adequately assess potential revenue impacts with Medium Investment BRT Option 1 post- 
BRAC and the current expansion of WRNMMC and the National Institutes of Health (“NIH”), and the 
costs that could be avoided by implementing the Medium Investment BRT Option 1, including: 
(1) property acquisition costs; (2) tree removal and reforestation costs; (3) demolition of the Apex 
building; (4) construction of bridges over Connecticut Avenue and Rock Creek Park; and (5) the 
unnecessary risks to human health and safety by forcing Trail users to cross Wisconsin Avenue — a busy 
six-lane road — to make the connection to the other portion of the Trail. 


2. The FEIS fails to take the requisite “hard look” at the impact the Preferred Alternative 
will have on environmental resources. 


The FEIS fails to take the requisite “hard look”'® at the impact the Preferred Alternative will have on 
environmental resources because it fails to adequately consider other alternatives. The FEIS carried 
forward two alternatives from the AA/DEIS — the “Preferred Alternative” and the “No Build Alternative.” 
However, the FEIS omits detailed analysis or comparison of the No Build Alternative in the discussion of 
environmental resources, impacts and mitigation. 


See Memorandum from Sam Schwartz Engineering to Town of Chevy Chase (April 11, 2008) (citing 
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments Round 7.1 Cooperative Forecasting: Employment, 
Population, and Household Forecasts by Traffic Analysis Zone (Jan. 9, 2008) (on file with authors). 


See Maryland National Capital Purple Line Bethesda to New Carrollton, Maryland Project Development 
(Rating Assigned November 2012), available at  http://www.fta.dot.gov/documents/MD_Maryl 
and_Purple_Line_Profile_FY14.pdf. We also note that the cost of the Purple Line has risen significantly 
since the selection of the Purple Line as the locally preferred alternative. 


” Kleppe v. Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390, 410 n. 21 (1976). 


The FEIS inadequately describes the No Build Alternative. For example, Chapter 2, which purports to 
discuss the alternatives considered, devotes less than one page to describing the No Build Alternative. '’ 
Similarly, Chapter 4 provides only a cursory description of the impacts of the No Build Alternative in 
Section 4.1, “Overview and Summary of Effects.’ The analysis of impacts in Chapter 4 lacks any 
discussion of the No Build Alternative, with the exception of Section 4.10 (comparing air quality effects 
of the Preferred Alternative to the No Build Alternative) and Section 4.17 (comparing energy use impacts 
of the Preferred Alternative to the No Build Alternative). This cannot satisfy the “detailed and rigorous 
consideration of alternatives” required by NEPA.'* The MTA apparently contends that such analysis is 
not required, because the FEIS instead states that “detailed assessment of the effects of the No Build 
Alternative projects will be the responsibility of each project sponsor at the time each project design is 
developed sufficiently to complete such an assessment.” Such an approach impairs the primary purposes 
of an EJS, which are to require an agency to consider the adverse environmental effects of a proposed 
project, and to ensure that the public has accurate information. Deferring responsibility for preparing a 
comparative analysis of the alternatives to some other entity to be performed at some later time fails to 
meet the “hard look” standard." 


What little discussion of the No Build Alternative does exist in the FEIS is fundamentally flawed. First, 
the FEIS states that the No Build Alternative has been updated since the publication of the AA/DEIS.” 
However, the FEIS fails to explain how the No Build Alternative has been updated, and it fails to explain 
what projects have been added or removed since the publication of the AA/DEIS. The documents 
included in the “Technical Report: Supporting Documentation for Alternatives Development” likewise do 
not detail how the No Build Alternative has been updated since the AA/DEIS. In particular, the “DEIS 
Re-Evaluation””' prepared in 2012 purportedly evaluates the significance of new information or changed 
circumstances since the AA/DEIS was published in 2008. In fact, the DEIS Re-Evaluation only considers 
changes to the Preferred Alternative, and does not explain how the No Build Alternative has changed 
since the publication of the AA/DEIS. 


The FEIS also claims that the No Build Alternative assumes all projects anticipated in the National 
Capital Region Transportation Planning Board’s (“TPB”) Financially Constrained Long-Range 
Transportation Plan (“CLRP”) (other than the Purple Line),” yet elsewhere admits that unfunded 


7 See FEIS, at pp. 2-18—2-20. 


i See, e.g., Rankin v. Coleman, 394 F. Supp. 6467 (E.D.N.C. 1975) (finding the alternatives analysis 
prepared in connection with an FHWA and North Carolina Department of Transportation project to be 
inadequate, because it was only 1-2 pages long and contained only conclusory statements). 


= See, e.g., Town of Matthews v. U.S. Dept. of Transportation, 527 F. Supp. 1055 (W.D.N.C. 1981) (finding 
that potential for a future development project cannot substitute for an analysis of its environmental effects 
in the EIS). 

cs See FEIS, at p. 2-18. 


oe Under applicable law, if an acceptable final EIS is not submitted to the FTA within three years from the 


date of the circulation of the draft EIS, a written evaluation of the draft EIS must be prepared by the 
applicant, to determine whether a supplement to the draft EIS or a new draft EIS is needed. We understand 
that the MTA had prepared a re-evaluation of the AA/DEIS because of the passage of considerable time, 
which concluded that a supplemental EIS was not needed. We further understand that the FTA concurred 
with such findings. This finding is memorialized in, and is referred to herein as, the DEIS Re-Evaluation. 


a See FEIS, at p. 4-2. 


“illustrative projects” included in the CLRP are excluded from the No Build Alternative.” Most 
significantly, the No Build Alternative does not include the proposed Montgomery County BRT network, 
which was approved by the Montgomery County Planning Board for transmittal to the County Council on 
July 11, 2013. However, an FEIS’s no-action alternative must include a discussion of reasonably 
foreseeable development that would result from its adoption. In addition, CEQ has specified in guidance 
that where a choice of “no action” by the agency would result in predictable actions by others, this 
consequence of the “no action” alternative should be included in the analysis.” Despite this requirement, 
the FEIS does not consider at all whether the failure to construct the Purple Line would increase the 
likelihood that Montgomery County would adopt and fund the proposed BRT network, or the likelihood 
that the unfunded CLRP projects would proceed. This wrongly skews the comparison in favor of the 
Preferred Alternative. 


Furthermore, the FEIS takes inconsistent approaches to including unfunded or unapproved projects, 
displaying another inappropriate bias in favor of the Preferred Alternative and a failure to provide a “full 
and fair” discussion of the alternatives.”° The FEIS claims that the BRT network and “illustrative” CLRP 
projects should not be included in the No Build Alternative because they are unfunded or unapproved. 
On the other hand, the FEIS considers in the Preferred Alternative ancillary third-party development 
projects whose likelihood of beginning or continuing to completion are similarly uncertain.”” The FEIS 
presents no discussion of the basis for including these planned developments in the analysis of the 
Preferred Alternative or the likelihood of construction or completion of these developments. 
Furthermore, the refusal to include the Montgomery County BRT network in the analysis of the No Build 
Alternative compromises the integrity of the data used to perform the comparison of air impacts and 
energy use in Sections 4.10 and 4.17 of the FEIS. 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of the Medium Investment BRT Option 1 that clearly discloses the 
methodology used to assess ridership and all other assumptions relied upon, and addresses the 
impact of BRAC and the substantial expansion of WRNMMC and NIH; 


= A full and fair evaluation of the cost of the Purple Line and anticipated revenues from the Purple 
Line, addressing the concerns identified by FTA in the lastest “New Starts” project ratings; and 


= A full and fair evaluation of the No Build Alternative that clearly discloses the changes to the No 
Build scenario since the AA/DEIS was issued, applies the same assumptions regarding unfunded 





ai Id. at p. 2-18. 


2 See FEIS, at pp. 2-18—2-19, referencing the Master Plan of Highways Bus Rapid Transit Amendment, 


Montgomery County Planning Department, M-NCPPC (September 2011). The Countywide Transit 
Corridors Functional Master Plan (Planning Board Draft) (July 2013) was transmitted to the Montgomery 
County Council on July 11, 2013. 


= See Council on Environmental Quality, “Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National 


Environmental Policy Act Regulations,” Question 3, 46 Fed. Reg. 18026 (1981), available at http://energ 
y.gov/sites/prod/files/G-CEQ-40Questions. pdf. 


ue See 40 C.F.R. §1502.1. 
i See FEIS, at p. 4-19 (Table 4-2). 


projects as used to tout the assumed benefits of the Preferred Alternative, and addresses the 
reasonably foreseable impacts of the Montgomery County BRT network. 


NOISE 
1. The FEIS fails to take the requisite “hard look” at noise impacts. 


The FEIS fails to take the requisite “hard look””* at the noise impacts caused by the Preferred Alternative. 
In its response to comments on the AA/DEIS, the MTA confirmed that the Trail is “an important 
community asset” and that the Preferred Alternative would “add more noise.” However, the FEIS 
(including the Noise Technical Report) includes no discussion of the noise impact of the Preferred 
Alternative to Trail users. Moreover, the MTA’s noise assessment included no measurement of ambient 
noise or estimation of the project-related noise along the Trail. This is surprising since comments 
submitted in response to the AA/DEIS expressed concern about noise along the Trail and the FTA’s noise 
assessment methodology cautions that “outdoor areas which are considered to be particularly noise- 
sensitive by the community” should be included as receivers of interest in the assessment.*” Remarkably, 
despite having or presenting no data regarding existing or expected noise along the Trail, the FEIS 
audaciously responds to citizen concerns about noise impacts by stating: “the Preferred Alternative does 
not exceed FTA’s noise criteria along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way.”*! Apart from this 
falsehood, if the FEIS does not present existing noise measurements along the Trail, estimate the noise 
impact from the Preferred Alternative on those using the Trail, and compare such impacts to the FTA’s 
noise criteria, then it cannot have taken a “hard look” at the noise impacts caused by the Preferred 
Alternative. 


This deficiency, alone, suffices to confirm the failure of the FEIS to comply with applicable law. A court 
will — and should — overturn an agency’s decision as arbitrary and capricious under the “hard look” 
review if the agency “failed entirely to consider an important aspect of the problem.”*” Nevertheless, the 
FEIS’s noise assessment fails to take the requisite “hard look” in several other respects. The FTA’s noise 
assessment methodology requires categorization of noise receptors.*» Category 1 receptors are those 
tracts of land “where quiet is an essential element in their intended purpose.”** FTA recognizes that parks 
in urban areas can be “valued as havens from the noise and rapid pace of everyday city life and should be 
treated as noise-sensitive.”*? While the FEIS failed to evaluate the noise impact of the Preferred 
Alternative on the Trail — the closest park/urban “haven” to the Preferred Alternative — it did offer noise 
information for 13 “park” receptors.*° However, it categorized each of these 13 parks as Category 3, 


= Kleppe v. Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390, 410 n. 21 (1976). 

= See FEIS, at Appendix A, pp. 11, 14. 

"a Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 6-5. 

2 See FEIS, at Appendix A, p. 14. 

a Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F.3d 1209, 1216 (11" Cir. 2002) (citing Motor Vehicle 


Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 


a See Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 3-7. 


ai Id. at p. 3-5. 
#2 Id. at p. 3-8. 
“ See FEIS, Noise Technical Report, p. 18 (2013). 


rather than Category 1.°’ Category 3 receptors are “institutional land uses with primarily daytime and 
evening use,” with FTA’s noise criteria set 5 decibels higher than for Category 1 and Category 2 
(residential) receptors.** Category 3 receptors are considered “less sensitive to noise” than Category 1 
and Category 2 receptors.” The FTA’s noise assessment methodology recognizes that parks “are a 
special case” where noise-sensitivity depends on how the park is used and requires that each park’s noise 
sensitivity should “be determined on a case-by-case basis after carefully considering how each [park] is 
used.’“° However, the FEIS fails to provide any explanation for why the MTA chose to treat each of 
these 13 parks as Category 3 receptors subject to more-forgiving FTA noise criteria. In fact, it offers no 
information concerning how each of the 13 parks is used and offers no rebuttal to the hypothesis that 
some or all of the 13 parks function as noise-sensitive urban “havens” “where quiet is an essential 
element in their intended purpose” (i.e., Category | receptors). This omission demonstrates MTA’s 
failure to take a “hard look” at noise impacts. 


This failure is compounded by evidence of an apparent attempt by the MTA to bias the results of its noise 
assessment in favor of the Preferred Alternative. Specifically, the FEIS re-categorizes parks along the 
Preferred Alternative from Category 1 to Category 3, without acknowledging that such re-categorization 
had occurred or providing a shred of information supporting the re-categorization. The AA/DEIS 
identified the entire Purple Line study area corridor as characterized by Category 2 residential use and 
“Category 1 land uses where quiet is an essential element,” noting that Category 3 uses were 
“interspersed along the alignments” but were “not differentiated from the more-sensitive residential 
uses.”"' Moreover, the AA/DEIS identified all of the seven (7) park receptor sites where noise impacts 
were evaluated as Category 1 parks “where quiet is an essential element in their intended use.””’ The 
seven (7) parks listed in the AA/DEIS as Category 1 receptors are among the 13 park receptors treated as 
Category 3 by the FEIS, with no explanation. The failure of the FEIS to provide any mention, let alone 
any justification, for the re-categorization can only lead to the conclusion that the MTA sought to bias the 
results of its noise assessment by comparing noise impacts at these parks to the less-stringent Category 3 
criteria. 


In the AA/DEIS, the ambient noise measured at the seven (7) park receptor sites ranged from 51 to 63 
Leq (hr) (dBA).* In the FEIS, the ambient noise measured at locations within these same seven (7) 
parks ranged from 60 to 69 Leq (Ihr) (dBA)."* The FTA’s noise assessment methodology acknowledges 
that as “the existing level of ambient noise increases, the allowable level of transit noise increases.”*° 
Thus, the increase in ambient noise measured at these parks results in an increase in the amount of noise 
the Preferred Alternative may generate without exceeding the FTA’s noise criteria. The FEIS offers no 





” Id. 
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explanation for why the ambient noise levels reported in the FEIS differed so greatly from those reported 
in the AA/DEIS. The FEIS does not even mention the difference. 


2: The FEIS fails to demonstrate the adequacy and impartiality of the noise assessment. 


A reader of the FEIS can only speculate as to the reason for the significant change in measured ambient 
noise. It might be attributable to where in each park the ambient noise was measured. FTA requires that 
the “basis for selecting measurement sites should be documented,” that the “[m]easurement procedures 
should be fully described,” and that the “[m]easurement periods, including time of day and length of time 
at each site should be shown to demonstrate adequate representation of ambient conditions.”“° The FEIS 
Noise Technical Report provides the date of measurement and the distance of the measurement point 
from the center line of the proposed light rail tracks, but fails to describe the basis for selecting each site, 
the measurement procedures used, the length of measurement time at each site or the time of day when 
noise was measured.*” 


FTA requires that for “parks and other significant outdoor use,” the criteria should be applied at the 
property line.** It also requires that for an urban park the noise measurement site should be the “closest 
point of active noise-sensitive use.”"” Despite these requirements, the FEIS Noise Technical Report 
reflects that ambient noise at the 13 park receptor sites was measured at locations between 30 and 285 feet 
from the centerline of the proposed light rail tracks. For the park receptors also addressed in the 
AA/DEIS, the FEIS noise measurement distance ranged from 52 to 238 feet from the centerline of the 
Preferred Alternative tracks. A brief look at a map will confirm that for certain parks running 
perpendicular to the Preferred Alternative alignment, the noise receptor chosen by MTA could not 
possibly have complied with FTA’s requirement that the receptor be located at the “closest point of active 
noise-sensitive use.” For example, Rock Creek Park crosses the path of the Preferred Alternative, yet the 
FEIS noise measurement in Rock Creek Park was collected 233 feet away from the centerline of the light 
rail tracks. As noted above, FTA requires that an FEIS noise assessment provide a “[j]ustification for all 
assumptions used in the analysis, such as selection of representative measurement sites and all baseline 
conditions.”*’ The FEIS provided no such justification. These FEIS deficiencies confirm that the MTA 
failed to take the requisite “hard look” at noise impacts from the Preferred Alternative. 


3. The FEIS ignores the FTA’s recommendation to discuss maximum noise levels. 


Pursuant to the FTA’s methodology, the FEIS compares the expected noise impact from the Preferred 
Alternative to the FTA’s criteria in terms of Leq and Ldn, both of which describe the total amount of 
noise over a specified period of time, rather than the loudest noise (e.g., a train whistle) during that 
period. However, the FTA acknowledges that although “the maximum noise level (Lmax) is not used in 
this manual as the basis for the noise impact criteria for transit projects, it is a useful metric for providing 
a fuller understanding of the noise impact from some transit operations.”°' For this reason, the FTA 





as Id. at p. 13-2. 

oe See FEIS, Noise Technical Report, Table 3 & Table 5 (2013). 

= Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 3-10. 
se Id., Appendix. C, p. C-3. 

” Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 13-1. 
= Id. at p. 3-9. 
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recommends that maximum noise information “be provided in environmental documents to supplement 
the noise impact assessment and to help satisfy the ‘full disclosure’ requirements of NEPA.”*” For rail 
projects, in particular, FTA considers it desirable to include the maximum noise impact (Lmax) “because 
the noise from an individual train passby is quite distinguishable from the existing background noise” and 
“people can relate this metric with other noise experienced in the environment.”*? However, the FEIS 
fails to include any information about the expected maximum noise impact from the Preferred 
Alternative. The FTA reports that the noise from rail transit at grade (50 mph) would be approximately 
80 dBA, which is louder than a food blender or an air compressor.’ FTA also reports that the noise from 
a rail transit horn would be 90 dBA, which is louder than a jack hammer.* Despite FTA’s 
recommendation, the FEIS fails to mention the maximum expected noise that will be experienced due to 
the Preferred Alternative. As elsewhere, this demonstrates MTA’s failure to take the requisite “hard 
look” at noise impacts.”° 


Not only does the FEIS ignore the FTA’s recommendation to consider and discuss the maximum noise 
impact (Lmax) of the Preferred Alternative, it appears to rely on inaccurate hourly equivalent noise levels 
(Leq). Specifically, the Noise Technical Report reflects that the Leq was calculated using the following 
assumed train frequency: 


Total daily operations were determined based on 6-minute headways 
during peak periods of the day (6 AM to 9 AM and 3:30 PM to 6:30 
PM), 10-minute headways during off-peak periods (9 AM to 3:30 PM 
and 6:30 PM to 9 PM), and 12-minute headways during the late night 
and early morning periods (9 PM to 1:00 AM and 5 AM to 6 AM). This 
service frequency was used to predict future noise levels under the 
Preferred Alternative.” 


The FEIS Glossary clarifies that the term “headway” refers to the time between transit vehicles operating 
in the same direction.’ Thus, the train frequency relied upon in the FEIS noise assessment appears to be 
only one-way. If so, the Leq estimated by the FEIS would only account for half the number of trains 
during the relevant hour period. In addition, the FEIS failed to account for the combined noise when two 
trains pass each other in opposing directions. Thus, the FEIS “failed entirely to consider an important 
aspect of the problem”? as required by law. 





= Id. 
= Id. at p. 6-29. 
a Id. at p. 2-16. 
2 Id. 


The maximum noise presents a safety concern for Trail users since it could prevent Trail users from hearing 
bikers’ alerts (e.g., bell ringing or “on your left”). 


" See FEIS, Noise Technical Report, p. 15 (2013). 
= See FEIS, Appendix E. 


> Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F.3d 1209, 1216 (11" Cir. 2002) (citing Motor Vehicle 
Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 
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4. The FEIS fails to adequately assess mitigation of noise impacts. 


The FTA requires that the mitigation section of the Noise Technical Report “begin with a summary of all 
treatments considered, even if some are not carried to final consideration.”© The MTA’s FEIS Noise 
Technical Report fails to comply with this requirement. The long-term noise mitigation section of that 
report consists of only four sentences: 


MTA’s analysis found that the further minimization and mitigation of 
operational noise at impacted sites is not reasonable. Much of the noise 
impact is derived from use of transit warning horns at stations and 
crossings, and eliminating the transit horn is not possible due to safety 
concerns. Another common noise-reduction measure — construction of 
noise walls — is not feasible for this project because these barriers would 
block driveway access and pedestrian walkways, as well as introducing 
visual impacts. Therefore, these additional measures are not proposed.”! 


The FEIS fails to discuss whether any of the following mitigation methods described by FTA were 
evaluated and, if rejected, the basis for such rejection: 


1. Resilient or damped wheels (can reduce rolling noise by 2dB and wheel squeal by 10-20 
dB), 

2 Rail lubricators; and 

3. Use of wayside horns for at-grade crossings.” 


The FEIS also fails to explain why the proposed four-foot high walls will not be placed between the 
tracks and the Trail or why the walls will only be four-feet high when higher walls could provide greater 
noise mitigation. In addition, FTA indicates that certain maintenance measures (e.g., spin-slide control, 
wheel truing and rail grinding) are necessary to prevent the noise generated by a rail project from 
increasing up to 10 dB due to use, but the FEIS fails to indicate whether these maintenance measures will 
be employed for the Preferred Alternative.” If they are not employed, the actual noise from the LRT 
could be 10 dB louder than predicted by the FEIS. 


As quoted above, the FEIS claims that transit warning horns cannot be eliminated due to safety concerns. 
However, the FEIS provides no basis or supporting evidence for that conclusion. In fact, FTA guidance 
discusses the use of “supplemental safety measures” (e.g., gates) and “alternative safety measures” 
instead of sounding horns.“ The FEIS fails to explain whether these measures were considered and, if 
rejected, the basis for that decision. 


sc Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 13-3. 
. FEIS, Noise Technical Report, p. 22 (2013). 

Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 6-37 
S Id. at p. 6-37. 

* Id. at pp. 6-39 & 6-40. 
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For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


A full and fair evaluation of the noise impact from the project on users of the Trail that recognizes 
the Category 1 noise-sensitivity of the Trail and includes the results of new ambient noise 
measurements along the Trail; 


A full and fair evaluation of the noise impact from the project on the other affected parks and 
recreational spaces that: (1) clearly discloses and supports with sufficient evidence the 
classification of such parks and recreational spaces as either Category 1 or Category 3; 
(2) provides a reasonable and supported explanation for the accuracy of the significant difference 
between the noise levels measured prior to the AA/DEIS and those levels measured after the 
AA/DEIS; and (3) clearly describes the bases for selecting each measurement site, the 
measurement procedures used, and the measurement periods (including time of day and length of 
time at each site); 


A full and fair evaluation of maximum noise levels (Lmax) expected at each receptor site 
(including along the Trail) from the project; 


A full and fair evaluation of the hourly equivalent noise levels (Leq) expected at each receptor 
site (including the Trail) that includes and accounts for passing trains in both directions; 


A commitment to employ Green Tracks along the Trail; 


A commitment to employ spin-slide control, wheel truing and rail grinding to prevent the actual 
noise from the project increasing by up to 10 dB above the Leq predicted by the FEIS; 


A commitment to move the proposed four-foot walls on the north side of the tracks to a location 
between the tracks and the Trail; 


A commitment to employ, or a reasoned and supported discussion of why there is no reasonable 
need to employ, the following additional mitigation measures: 


= Resilient or damped wheels; 
=" Rail lubricators; 
= Use of wayside horns for at-grade crossings; 


= Supplemental safety measures and/or alternative safety measures in lieu of transit 
warning horns; and 


= Walls higher than four feet. 


ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 


1. The FEIS overstates the assumed benefits of and understates the expected adverse effects 
of the Preferred Alternative on the Trail. 


The FEIS reports that 69% of the Purple Line corridor is located in Environmental Justice areas.” It also 
acknowledges that the Environmental Justice populations within the study area would experience “some 





65 


See FEIS, at p. 4-160. Pursuant to an executive order, the U.S. Department of Transportation and the FTA 
are required “to make environmental justice (EJ) part of [their] mission by identifying and addressing, as 
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adverse effects from implementation of the Preferred Alternative.” However, the FEIS fails to take the 
requisite “hard look” at the adverse effects of the Preferred Alternative on the Environmental Justice 
population. Moreover, it fails to provide the required “full and fair discussion” of those adverse effects.°” 
This deficiency is most glaring in the context of the Trail. The FEIS admits that portions of the Trail are 
located in Environmental Justice communities,” but then overstates the assumed benefits of and 
understates the expected adverse effects of the Preferred Alternative on the Trail. 


The FEIS overstates the assumed benefits of “replacing the existing Georgetown Branch Interim Trail 
between Bethesda and Stewart Avenue” and “providing a permanent trail, separate from the roadways, 
from Stewart Avenue into downtown Silver Spring.” |The FEIS assumes that this will lead “to 
increased physical activity” providing an “opportunity to improve the overall health of the users of the 
Purple Line corridor.””” However, the FEIS fails to provide any evidence supporting this assumption. In 
particular, it fails to explain and defend the assumption that clear-cutting the existing canopy of trees 
along the Trail and locating a noisy train immediately adjacent to the Trail will result in an increase in 
Trail usage, particularly by Environmental Justice populations. As elsewhere in the FEIS, the discussion 
of Environmental Justice fails to mention the significant difference between: (1) a trail through a serene 
natural environment with a tree canopy; and (2) an unshaded trail buffeted by train noise many times per 
hour. It also fails to address the extent to which Environmental Justice populations rely on the Trail as an 
antidote to urban environmental stimuli. As noted above, the FTA recognizes that parks in urban areas 
can be “valued as havens from the noise and rapid pace of everyday city life.””’ 


The FEIS also overstates the assumed benefits of the Preferred Alternative and fails to provide the “full 
and fair discussion” required by applicable regulation,” by relying exclusively on the assumption that the 
Trail will be extended off-street beyond Stewart Avenue. Although the FEIS acknowledges that such off- 
street extension will require the acquisition of property rights from CSXT,” the FEIS fails to evaluate 
whether the assumed benefits of the Preferred Alternative would outweigh the adverse effects if CSXT 
decided not to grant those rights. In such case, a portion of the Trail would consist of a bike route on 
streets. The Environmental Justice section of the FEIS discloses this fact in a footnote, but does not 
attempt to determine or evaluate whether use of the Trail by the Environmental Justice community would 





appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of [their] 
programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and/or low-income populations ....” See 
Environmental Justice Policy Guidance for Federal Transit Administration Recipients FTA Circular 
4703.1, Federal Transit Administration (Aug. 15, 2012), available at www.fta.dot.gov/documents 
/FTA_EJ_Circular_7.14-12_FINAL.pdf. 


ise Id. at p. 4-155. 

40 C.F.R. §1502.1. 

ee See FEIS, at p. 4-158. 

* Id. 

a Id. at p. 4-159. 

oe Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), at p. 3-8. 
e 40 C.F.R. §1502.1. 

ie See FEIS, at p. 4-158. 
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be affected by that difference. The “hard look” standard requires more than “researching in a cursory 
manner” and “sweeping negative evidence under the rug.” 


In addition to overstating the assumed benefits, the FEIS understates the expected adverse impacts from 
the Preferred Alternative on the Environmental Justice population. For example, the FEIS declares that 
the Preferred Alternative “would not result in a major change in ... neighborhood quality.”” This 
unsupported declaration ignores the “quality” enhancement to the Environmental Justice population of 
having ready access to a peaceful, natural trail. In addition, the FEIS mischaracterizes the results of the 
visual impact assessment in an apparent attempt to bias the Environmental Justice assessment. The FEIS 
admits that: (1) portions of the Trail are located in Environmental Justice communities’°; (2) “much of the 
existing vegetation would be removed and most of the existing tree canopy would be eliminated””’; and 
(3) this destruction of natural resources would result in a “high level of visual impact.”’* The FEIS then 
contradicts the admission that portions of the Trail are located in Environmental Justice communities by 
concluding that the visual impact will not affect an Environmental Justice population.” 


The FEIS reports that the “extent of adverse impacts must ... be weighed against the benefits.”*° The 
FEIS cannot be said to have complied with the regulatory obligation to provide a full and fair discussion 
of impacts if it tips the scales by overstating assumed benefits and understating expected adverse impacts. 
In addition, the FEIS fails to adequately explain why it concludes that the Preferred Alternative “would 
not have ‘disproportionately high and adverse effects’ on [Environmental Justice] populations.”*! 
Disproportionately high and adverse effects are those that are either: (1) predominantly borne by a 
minority population and/or a low-income population; or (2) suffered by the minority population and/or 
low-income population and are appreciably more severe or greater in magnitude than the adverse effect 
that will be suffered by the non-minority population and/or non-low income population.” Of the 53 
residential displacements that will be caused by the Preferred Alternative, 41 (77%) will be in 
Environmental Justice areas.** Of the 60 commercial business displacements resulting from the Preferred 





ie National Audubon Soc’y v. Dept. of the Navy, 422 F.3d 174, 194 (4™ Cir. 2005). 
& See FEIS, at p. 4-159. 

a Id. at p. 4-158. 

a Id. at pp. 4-84, 4-85. 

we Id. 


Ss Id. at p. 4-162. The Environmental Justice section of the FEIS states, in relevant part: “Section 4.9 


identified 10 [visual assessment units (“VAUs”)] within the corridor, based on cohesiveness of land use 
and development patterns. ... Three of the VAUs were identified as experiencing high visual effects. Of 
these, two include EJ populations. ... The only VAU with a uniform high effect was not in an EJ 
population.” Id. (emphasis added). The one VAU with a uniform high effect identified in Section 4.9 is 
the area of the Trail. (“WAU 1 is comprised of moderately to heavily developed urban land along the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way from downtown Bethesda ... to Stewart Avenue in Lyttonsville, the 
eastern terminus of the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail ....”) Id. at 4-79. 


o See FEIS, at p. 4-155. 
Id. at p. 4-169. 
‘ Id. at p. 4-167. 
8 Id. at p. 4-160. 
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Alternative, 35 (58%) will be in Environmental Justice areas.’ Five of the six areas (83%) where the 
Preferred Alternative is expected to produce noise impacts will be in Environmental Justice areas.* 
However, the FEIS fails to explain to the Environmental Justice audience why these expected impacts are 
not deemed to be “predominantly borne” by them. 


2 The MTA declined to commission a Health Impact Statement to identify the health effects 
of the Preferred Alternative. 


While the FEIS offers unsupported and superficial conclusions regarding the beneficial health effects of 
the Preferred Alternative, it does not reflect that the MTA conducted any actual investigation of those 
assumed health effects. The MTA was asked to commission a Health Impact Assessment (“HIA”), as 
was completed for the Red Line in Baltimore, but the MTA declined to do so.*° While an HIA is not 
required by NEPA, the Environmental Protection Agency acknowledges that the “steps in an HIJA can 
identify health disparities, which are a prime indicator of the existence of a disproportionate impact to 
minority, tribal or low—income communities.”*’ Even without a HIA, the MTA could have conducted a 
Statistically significant survey of Trail users to determine whether and how their use would change based 
on implementation of the Preferred Alternative. Such survey could have assessed the impact on trail 
usage of the following: (1) refusal by CSXT to provide the property rights necessary to permit the Trail to 
continue on the CSXT corridor; (2) elimination of the tree canopy, related loss of natural habitat and 
proximity to the expected train noise; and (3) elimination of direct backyard access to the Trail from 
certain properties. NEPA requires “that the agency both investigate and acknowledge the impacts” of its 
proposed action.*® 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of the assumed benefits and expected adverse impacts to the 
Environmental Justice community from the following proposed changes to the Trail that clearly 
discloses and accounts for any assumptions regarding Trail usage: (1) the impact of complete 
tree canopy loss; and (2) the noise impacts to Trail users; 


« A full and fair evaluation of the impact on MTA’s assumption of health benefits deriving from an 
extended off-street Trail if CSXT will not grant the land rights necessary to extend the Trail off- 
street beyond Stewart Avenue; and 


= A Health Impact Assessment. 


is Id. 


= Id. at p. 4-162. 


se See Letter from Mary S. Rivkin, Ph.D., Education Department, University of Maryland, Baltimore County 


to Michael D. Madden, Purple Line Manager, MTA (Feb. 2, 2013) and undated response from Mr. Madden 
(available on file from FCCT). 


Mm See Environmental Justice Considerations in the NEPA Process, Environmental Protection Agency, 
available at http://www.epa.gov/oecaerth/nepa/nepaej/. 


s See National Audubon Soc’y v. Dept. of the Navy, 422 F.3d 174, 194 (4 Cir. 2005). 
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VISUAL RESOURCES AND MITIGATION 


With respect to visual resources, the FEIS acknowledges that the Georgetown Branch right-of-way would 
undergo a high level of visual impact: much of the existing vegetation would be removed, the tree canopy 
would be eliminated and the overall appearance of the right-of-way would be substantially changed from 
present conditions.” The FEIS also considers the Trail to be in an area with a high degree of visual 
sensitivity due to mature trees and the prominence of the natural environment.” However the FEIS 
inexplicably does not provide an analysis of strategies to mitigate the visual impacts the Preferred 
Alternative will have on the Trail in the section of the FEIS that discusses visual impacts, where a 
member of the public interested in visual impacts to the Trail would likely look for such analysis. CEQ 
regulations require that agencies include appropriate mitigation measures not already included in the 
proposed action or alternatives. More significantly, FHWA/FTA regulations specify that it is the policy 
of the agencies that “[m]Jeasures necessary to mitigate adverse impacts be incorporated into the action.””! 
These regulations further require that the applicant be responsible, in cooperation with the agency, “to 
implement those mitigation measures stated as commitments in the environmental documents prepared 
pursuant to this regulation.” 


The FEIS, however, merely states that MTA will work with local stakeholders to identify minimization 
strategies and mitigation for visual impacts.” The failure of the FEIS to consider and discuss in 
reasonable detail any mitigation measures is a defect that is found throughout the document; it is 
particularly notable with respect to visual impacts on the Trail because the FEIS has designated that area 
as one of both high sensitivity and high impact. To claim that the MTA will continue to work with local 
stakeholders is misleading because it obscures the fact that the MTA cannot replace the canopy since it 
would interfere with the light rail tracks under the Preferred Alternative alignment. Such a statement 
furthermore does not meet the standard for a “full and fair” discussion of mitigation measures — the FEIS 
should, at a minimum, provide a more detailed discussion of the reforestation plan, and discuss other 
avoidance and minimization measures that may be taken. In addition, future coordination would be 
inadequate since it would occur after the issuance of a Record of Decision, leaving affected parties no 
clear mechanism to obtain binding commitments. This deficiency is compounded by the proposed use of 
a public-private partnership to finance the project, since the private partner will strive to minimize its 
costs and maximize its return by limiting any mitigation or other accommodations not set forth in the 
Record of Decision. 


The FEIS cannot satisfy the “hard look” standard without a reasonably complete discussion of possible 
mitigation measures. Omission of such discussion “would undermine the ‘action-forcing’ function of 
NEPA. Without such a discussion, neither the agency nor other interested groups and individuals can 
properly evaluate the severity of the adverse effects.”"* Even where mitigation measures may be outside 
the jurisdiction of the lead or cooperating agencies, such measures must be discussed if they are 


See FEIS, at pp. 4-84, 4-85. 

= Id. at p. 4-80. 

ie 23 C.E.R. §771.06(d). 

2 Id. at §771.09(b). 

= See FEIS, at p. 4-90. 

Pe Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 352 (1989). 
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reasonable, relevant and could improve the project. The probability that such measures will in fact be 
implemented must also be discussed.” While the MTA may prefer not to identify specific mitigation 
measures in order to avoid triggering additional responsibilities to actually implement such measures 
under the FHWA/FTA regulations, the failure to discuss such measures in a “full and fair” manner is a 
violation of NEPA standards. 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of potential mitigation strategies to address the visual impacts from the 
project; and 


= A commitment to employ, or a reasoned and supported discussion of why there is no reasonable 
need to employ, specific, detailed mitigation strategies. 


PARKS, RECREATIONAL LAND AND OPEN SPACE 


1. The FEIS fails to adequately discuss the impacts on parks, recreational land and open 
space. 


The discussion of impacts to parks, recreational land and open space is severely deficient because it fails 
to recognize that the Trail functions as a park, and thus lacks any meaningful evaluation and discussion of 
the impact of the Preferred Alternative on the use of the Trail as recreational land and open space. This 
omission is particularly remarkable because the MTA elsewhere admits recreational use of the Trail, and 
that the Trail is “an important community asset” used by pedestrians and bicyclists.*° The MTA even 
points to so-called “improvements” to the Trail and connections between the Trail and other trails as 
positive impacts that would result from the Preferred Alternative with respect to parks, recreational land 
and open space.” In addition, other documentation produced by the MTA in connection with the FEIS 
explicitly refers to the Trail as a park.”* The Purple Line runs parallel along a significant portion of the 
Trail,” and its construction has the potential to significantly impact the use of the Trail. The discussion 
of impacts to parks, recreational land and open space only briefly mentions the Trail, indicating that the 
MTA will coordinate with the National Capital Planning Commission (“NCPC”) regarding the proposed 
alignment of the Trail in Rock Creek Park.'”’ The discussion also briefly mentions that widening of 
roadways along park boundaries “generally would require removing trees.” This is a tremendous 





ed See Council on Environmental Quality, “Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National 


Environmental Policy Act Regulations,” Question 19a, 19b, 46 Fed. Reg. 18026 (1981), available at 
http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/G-CEQ-40Questions.pdf. 


ie See FEIS, at Appendix A, at pp. 11, 12, 50. 
iL See FEIS, at p. 4-51; FEIS, at Appendix A, p. 38. 


sis See, e.g., FEIS, Technical Report: Supplemental Hazardous Materials, at p. 9 (2013) (referring to the Trail 


as a “public park”); FEIS, Technical Report: Social Effects and Land Use Planning, at p. 52 (2013) (“The 
Lyttonsville station area also contains parkland associated with the Georgetown Branch Interim trail and 
Rock Creek Park.”). 


sie See FEIS, at Figures 1-2 and 2.11. 
= See FEIS, at p. 4-51. 
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understatement with respect to the Trail, where construction of the Purple Line will require clear-cutting 
of the existing tree canopy.'”" 


The FEIS is elsewhere inconsistent or conclusory in its evaluation of the impact the Preferred Alternative 
will have on park resources. In its analysis of sites eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(“NRHP”), the FEIS concludes that with respect to Rock Creek Park, “[w]hile the Preferred Alternative 
would introduce new visual elements (i.e., the transitway including its overhead contact system, the 
Capital Crescent Trail, and the bridges carrying the transitway and the trail across Rock Creek), it would 
not diminish the park’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling or association.”'” 
There is absolutely no basis set forth in the FEIS for this conclusion. On the contrary, other sections of 
the FEIS admit that the construction of the transitway and trail “would result in substantial changes in the 
viewshed of Rock Creek Park users and local residents. ... The trail connection from the Capital Crescent 
Trail to the Rock Creek Trail would be a switchback path on the northeast side of the Preferred 
Alternative; while designed to minimize tree removal, it would nonetheless result in visual changes due to 
tree removal.”!°’ The FEIS fails entirely to consider the impact the Preferred Alternative will have on the 
Trail as a recreational space. In addition, the conclusions in the FEIS with respect to the impacts that 
construction will have on other parks, such as Rock Creek Park, is simply not supported by evidence 
provided in the FEIS. Courts will overturn an agency decision as arbitrary and capricious under “hard 
look” review where “the agency failed entirely to consider an important aspect of the problem ... [or] the 
agency offers an explanation which runs counter to the evidence.”!™ 


a Id. at p. 4-85. 
me Id. at p. 4-71. 
me Id. at p. 4-85. 


14 Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F. 3d 1209, 1216 (11™ Cir. 2002) (citing Motor Vehicle 
Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 


19 


2 The FEIS fails to adequately consider the effects of compliance with regulations 
governing parks. 


The brief reference to coordination with the NCPC in Chapter 4 of the FEIS fails to adequately explain 
the regulatory context of such coordination, the required review and approval by NCPC and the impact 
such review may have on the Preferred Alternative. According to the FEIS, any proposed development 
within Rock Creek Park is subject to review by NCPC and review and approval by the Maryland-National 
Capital Park and Planning Commission (“M-NCPPC”). The FEIS concludes that the Purple Line is 
generally consistent with the NCPC’s Comprehensive Plan for the National Capital: Federal Elements 
(2004),'” but fails to discuss the basis for this determination, criteria for approval by NCPC or M- 
NCPPC, whether approval is likely to be granted, how long such review and coordination will take, 
whether NCPC or M-NCPPC may impose any conditions on development of the Preferred Alternative in 
Rock Creek Park, the environmental effects any such conditions may have, whether the Preferred 
Alternative alignment may need to be revised based on comments from NCPC or M-NCPPC, the 
environmental effects that may result from such revisions to the Preferred Alternative, and mitigation that 
may be undertaken to address any such effects. Here again, the MTA has failed to “consider an important 
aspect of the problem” in violation of NEPA.'”° 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


=" A full and fair evaluation of the impact of the project on the use of the Trail as park or 
recreational land; 


= A full and fair evaluation of the impact of the project on the other parks studied, including Rock 
Creek Park, that adequately supports any conclusion that the project will not diminish the positive 
attributes of such parks; and 


« A full and fair evaluation of the review by NCPC and M-NCPPC and the need to obtain approval 
from NCPC and M-NCPPC for the alignment across Rock Creek Park, including the criteria for 
approval, the likelihood it will be granted, and conditions that could be imposed.” 


HABITAT AND WILDLIFE 
1. The FEIS fails to provide a full and fair discussion of impacts to habitat and wildlife. 


The FEIS admits that the Trail is characterized by “the prominence of the natural environment.”'” It also 
admits that as a result of the Preferred Alternative “much of the existing vegetation would be removed 
and most of the existing tree canopy would be eliminated.”'°* Despite these admissions, the FEIS argues 
that since “the Preferred Alternative would be largely constructed within existing roadway and 


a See FEIS, at p. 4-51. 


aoe Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F. 3d 1209, 1216 (11" Cir. 2002) (citing Motor Vehicle 
Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 


me See FEIS, at p. 4-80. 
i Id. at p. 4-84. 
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transportation rights-of-way, potential effects on natural resources have been minimized.”'” This is 
patently false. Since much of the Preferred Alternative alignment relies on the use of the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way and the consequent permanent destruction of the existing vegetation and tree canopy, 
potential effects on natural resources have been increased. This patently false conclusion violates NEPA 
requirements by “sweeping negative evidence under the rug”''® and by failing to provide a “full and fair 
discussion” of the impacts.'"’ 


Remarkably, while other parts of the FEIS mention the need to permanently remove the trees and other 
vegetation along the Trail, the section ostensibly devoted to a “full and fair discussion” of impacts to 
habitat and wildlife fails to do so. Instead, the FEIS relies on the following cryptic explanation of the 
long-term effects: “The impact of the Preferred Alternative on forest and specimen trees would primarily 
take the form of partial property acquisitions at the edges of forested habitat, affecting a total of 48 acres 
of forested habitat and 194 specimen trees.”''” Nowhere in this long-term effects section does the FEIS 
clearly disclose that the tree canopy present along the Trail will be permanently removed.''? Moreover, 
the FEIS relies on the results of the Forest Stand Delineation Report for the Purple Line Rapid Transit 
Connection (2011), but fails to provide a copy of that document. That failure hinders the ability of the 
affected community to evaluate the accuracy and completeness of conclusions drawn in the FEIS and 
represents a failure of the FEIS to demonstrate evidentiary support for such conclusions. 


The FEIS uses similar obfuscating language to address the issue of the Preferred Alternative’s impact on a 
colony of heron in the forested floodplain of Coquelin Run. The FEIS notes that the colony exists “in 
close proximity to the study area,” that such heronries “are a rare resource of particular interest that 
should be protected” and that disturbing such heronries through cutting nesting trees, cutting nearby trees 
or nearby construction that causes abandonment of chicks by the adults violates the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act.''* However, the FEIS then uses selective language to minimize the reader’s perception of the 
potential adverse impact to the heronry. In a letter dated October 26, 2011, the Maryland Department of 
Natural Resources (“MDNR”) wrote that it would likely require a time-of-year restriction on work within 
4 mile of the heron colony.''” By letter to the MDNR dated February 27, 2012, the MTA admitted that 
the heron colony was within % mile from the project site. Specifically, the MTA wrote: 


ve Id. at p. 4-175. 

” National Audubon Soc’y v. Dept. of the Navy, 422 F.3d 174, 194 (4" Cir. 2005). 
a 40 C.F.R. §1502.1. 

e See FEIS, at p. 4-117. 





In addition, although NEPA requires a “full and fair discussion” of impacts, the FEIS fails to discuss or 
even mention the positive attributes afforded by the trees that the Preferred Alternative plans to 
permanently remove. As publicized by Montgomery County, trees: (1) remove pollutants from the air; (2) 
provide many ecological services that support reduced energy use and benefit the environment; (3) provide 
cooling through shade and evapotranspiration; (4) remove atmospheric CO, by sequestration; (5) benefit 
watersheds; (6) reduce stormwater runoff; (7) help soil stability; (8) help recharge groundwater supply; (9) 
lower crime rates; (10) help children concentrate; (11) increase the amount of time neighbors spend outside 
mingling with other neighbors; and (12) help reduce physiological stress. (See http://www6.montgo 
merycountymd.gov/dectmpl.asp?url=/content/dep/climatechange/treeoverview.asp) 


me Id. at p. 4-117. 
ue See FEIS, Appendix G. 
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The project is located within 4 mile of the colony but is buffered by the 
community that is located along Chevy Chase Lake Drive to the north, 
substantially diminishing the potential for direct impacts.''® 


However, in the FEIS the MTA wrote: 


The project also would not result in long-term impacts to the heron 
colony located within Coquelin Run because the colony is located 
outside the LOD approximately one-quarter mile from the proposed 
transitway alignment and is buffered by an intervening roadway and 
residences.''” 


Unlike the candid correspondence with the MDNR, the FEIS fails to clearly acknowledge that the heron 
colony is located within the 4 mile distance identified by MDNR as possibly leading to time of year 
restrictions on construction of the Preferred Alternative. 


2. The FEIS fails to support its assumptions and conclusions related to habitat and wildlife 
impacts. 


In connection with adverse impacts to habitat and wildlife, the FEIS fails to take the “hard look” required 
by NEPA, offering conclusions unsupported by any evidence. For example, the FEIS states that the 
aquatic species “expected to be impacted are acclimated to disturbed settings and would be likely to 
recolonize temporarily disturbed areas, though the communities are unlikely to be identical to those 
present prior to construction.”''* The FEIS does not identify what species would be impacted. It does not 
offer any support for the conclusion that such species are acclimated to disturbed settings. It does not 
offer any support for the conclusion that such species are likely to recolonize temporarily disturbed areas. 
It notes that almost one mile of stream habitat will be permanently destroyed, but confuses the issue by 
then discussing the mitigation afforded by potential recolonization of temporarily disturbed areas. The 
FEIS neglects to address potential mitigation of the permanent loss of aquatic habitat. Without an express 
evaluation of potential mitigation, “neither the agency nor other interested groups and individuals can 
properly evaluate the severity of the adverse effects.”'”” 


Similarly, the FEIS fails to take a hard look at adverse impacts to terrestrial habitat and wildlife caused by 
the Preferred Alternative. The FEIS states that “[w]ildlife using terrestrial resources affected by the 
Preferred Alternative would be displaced (mobile species) or eliminated (non-mobile species) by the 
project.”’”? However, it does not offer any discussion of the extent and magnitude of the adverse impacts. 
It does not report that any effort was made to identify terrestrial wildlife populations in the study area. It 
does not estimate the severity of the impacts to those populations. It does not estimate how many 
terrestrial creatures will die or be displaced as a result of the Preferred Alternative. Moreover, as 
elsewhere, the FEIS turns a blind eye toward the natural habitat provided by the Trail. The FEIS 


a See FEIS, Appendix G (emphasis added). 
7 See FEIS, at p. 4-118 (emphasis added). 
. See FEIS, at p. 4-118. 
y Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 352 (1989). 
" See FEIS, at p. 4-117. 
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concludes that “[e]xisting wildlife corridors within the stream valley parks crossed by the transitway 
would be maintained.”'”! However, the FEIS fails to acknowledge that the Trail is, itself, a wildlife 
corridor connecting the stream valley areas it transects. Accordingly, the FEIS fails “entirely to consider 
an important aspect of the problem” and violates NEPA requirements. '”” 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of the impact of the project on the Trail that recognizes the significant 
natural environment provided by the Trail as well as the significant and permanent destruction of 
that natural environment; 


= A copy of the Forest Stand Delineation Report for the Purple Line Rapid Transit Connection 
(2011); 


= A full and fair evaluation of the impact of the project on the heronry located in Coquelin Run, 
including a discussion of the impact of time-of-year restrictions that could be imposed by MDNR; 
and 


= A full and fair evaluation of the impact of the project on aquatic and terrestrial species that 
identifies the affected species, provides estimates of the number of organisms that will be lost, 
discusses available mitigation strategies, and commits to employ or provides a reasoned and 
supported discussion of why there is no reasonable need to employ, specific, detailed mitigation 
strategies. 


LAND USE, PUBLIC POLICY AND ZONING 


The FEIS concludes that the Preferred Alternative would be compatible with the existing mixed urban 
and suburban character of the study area land use. The FEIS states that “[t]he Preferred Alternative would 
be located on or along existing roadways, railroad rights-of-way, and the Georgetown Branch right-of- 
way,” and concludes that, “[t]herefore, it is not expected to substantially change the current land uses 
within the study area.”'”’ There is no evidence to support the conclusion that current land use along the 
Trail would not be changed. In fact, the FEIS undertakes no analysis of whether restriction of access to 
the Trail to the proposed twenty-one paved access points, the destruction of tree canopy along the length 
of the Trail and construction of the Purple Line immediately adjacent to the Trail, would affect the 
quantity or quality of use of the Trail. 


The FEIS lists the Planning Areas and most recent applicable policies and plans adopted by local, 
regional, state and federal authorities in Table 4-3.'* The Georgetown Branch right-of-way is not 
included in the list, despite the fact that local plans for the Georgetown Branch have been established. In 
fact, MTA acknowledges in the response to comments to the AA/DEIS that “[t]he consideration of the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way in this study took place against the backdrop of more than two decades 


121 Id. 


nee See Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F.3d 1209, 1216 (11" Cir. 2002) (citing Motor 
Vehicle Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 
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of planning by the County regarding the future use of that corridor” and that “[iJn January 1990, the 
Montgomery County Council approved the Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment, which 
officially designated the right-of-way for a combined transitway and trail.”'*? However, the FEIS 
misleadingly omits reference to the Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment in Table 4-3. Similarly, 
the Social Effects and Land Use Planning Technical Report cites the Master Plan Amendment in its list of 
references, but fails to include any discussion of the Master Plan Amendment.'”° These omissions loudly 
signal the failure of the MTA to “consider an important aspect of the problem” in violation of NEPA.'”” 


MTA repeatedly asserts in its response to comments on the AA/DEIS that the Trail was always intended 
to be used as both a trail and a transitway.'* However, this oversimplification ignores the fact that the 
Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment explicitly recommended that there be no changes to the 
existing adopted land uses within 1,000 feet on either side of the Trail, and that “every effort possible be 
made to ensure that existing trees along the trolley/trail route are preserved wherever possible and that 
replacement of trees is of sufficient quantity and quality to preserve and enhance the environment.”!” If 
the FEIS properly analyzed the Preferred Alternative in light of the Georgetown Branch Master Plan 
Amendment, it would: (1) evaluate whether the alignment selected is consistent with the Master Plan and 
discuss any inconsistencies; (2) analyze whether the displacement of existing commercial, residential and 
institutional uses caused by the Preferred Alternative'” is consistent with the Georgetown Branch Master 
Plan Amendment; and (3) acknowledge that the Preferred Alternative, in contravention of the Master Plan 
Amendment, will require clear-cutting of trees along the Trail, and will not allow for replacement of trees 
in sufficient quantity and quality to preserve and enhance the environment, as required by the Master Plan 
Amendment. The FEIS provides no such analysis, and thus fails to provide a “full and fair” discussion of 
the impacts of the Preferred Alternative.'*! 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


" A full and fair evaluation of how the project will change use of the Trail and the project’s 
inconsistency with the Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment. 


AIR QUALITY 


The discussion of the Preferred Alternative’s impacts on air quality in the FEIS is deficient in several 
respects. First, the FEIS relies on assumptions in concluding that the Preferred Alternative will have 
minimal impacts on air quality, without providing any evidence of a basis for these assumptions. For 
example, the FEIS concludes that Mobile Source Air Toxics (““MSATs”) emitted along the project 


= See FEIS, at Appendix A, pp. 11, 14. 
oe See FEIS, Technical Report: Social Effects and Land Use Planning, at p. 74 (2013). 
oh Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F. 3d 1209, 1216 (11" Cir. 2002) (citing Motor Vehicle 


Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 

ee See, e.g., FEIS, at Appendix A, pp. 11, 20, 55. 
= Id. at p. 1, 3. 

ae See FEIS, at p. 4-35 (Table 4.7). 

_ 40 C.F.R. §1502.1. 
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corridor in the future would be proportional to the total Vehicle Miles Traveled (“WMT”) predicted under 
each alternative, assuming the vehicle mix does not change.'*” The FEIS fails to consider whether the 
vehicle mix may, in fact, change, and particularly how the vehicle mix may be impacted by the various 
alternatives. 


The FEIS further fails to account for the impact that new development resulting from the Preferred 
Alternative, including the Chevy Chase Lake development, will have on air quality. The FEIS touts the 
positive impact that the Preferred Alternative would have on economic growth and development in the 
area.'*? CEQ regulations require that an EIS consider both direct and indirect environmental effects of 
alternatives.'** “Indirect effects” include those “which are caused by the action and are later in time or 
farther removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable,” specifically “growth inducing effects 
and other effects related to induced changes in the pattern of land use, population density or growth rate, 
and related effects on air and water and other natural systems, including ecosystems.”'*” While the FEIS 
takes into account the growth inducing effects of the Preferred Alternative when recounting the benefits 
of such effects, it fails to take into account these effects in projecting the impact the Preferred Alternative 
will have on air quality. NEPA requires an agency to consider the “incremental impact of the action when 
added to other past, present and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (federal 
or non-federal) or person undertakes such other actions.”'*® By ignoring the impact such foreseeable 
development may have on air quality, the FEIS fails to provide a “full and fair” discussion of air quality 
impacts. 


Additionally, the FEIS concludes that because the construction duration of the project is not anticipated to 
exceed five years in any single location, any impact incurred during construction would be considered a 
temporary impact, and therefore hot-spot analyses are not required. However, the FEIS fails to consider 
several factors that would recommend performing analysis of air impacts. First, the region is designated 
as non-attainment for PM5,'°"’ which would be a primary air quality concern during construction as a 
result of localized increase in the concentration of fugitive dust, as the FEIS admits.'** Even temporary 
impacts may have a significant detrimental effect on air quality in a non-attainment zone. Second, the 
FEIS fails to consider that delays may cause the construction duration to exceed five years. According to 
the FEIS, the average time required for heavy construction activity alone is more than four years.'*? The 
total construction timeline for the Preferred Alternative is more than five years (July 2015 to late 2020).'*° 
The FEIS does not specify in its discussion of air quality whether those estimates account for delays that 
may be caused by the construction itself or by outside factors. In particular, as discussed more above, the 
MDNR has indicated that it would likely recommend a time-of-year restriction on work that falls within 





a See FEIS, at p. 4-97; FEIS, Technical Report: Air Quality, at p. 36 (2013). 

si See FEIS, at 4-4. 

= 40 C.F.R. §1502.16(a) and (b). 

3 40 C.F.R. §1508.8(b). 

bs National Audubon Soc’y v. Dept. of the Navy, 422 F. 3d 174, 196 (4" Cir. 2005). 
o See FEIS, at p. 4-96. 

= Id. at p. 4-100. 

mA Id. at p. 5-2. 

Id. at p. 5-1. 
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% mile of a heron colony. Since it is reasonable to assume that MDNR will impose time-of-year 
restrictions on certain construction activities, it is also reasonable to assume that construction could 
exceed five years. Accordingly, hot-spot analyses for construction-related activities should be performed. 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of air quality impacts from the project, including consideration of 
vehicle mix changes, the effect of new development resulting from the project, and the likelihood 
that construction will take more than five years to complete. 


WATER 


With respect to water quality impacts, the FEIS presents at least partially contradictory conclusions. The 
FEIS acknowledges that “the project would increase impervious surfaces in the study area, which could 
increase the amount of surface runoff and potentially increase the level of contaminants such as heavy 
metals, salt, organic molecules and nutrients in the surface runoff.”"*! However, it then concludes that 
“Ts]ince the study area is already developed and the Preferred Alternative includes proposed infrastructure 
to effectively manage stormwater runoff generated by the project, increases in nutrient and sediment 
levels from the project are unlikely to affect overall TMDL management.”'”’ As elsewhere, the issue here 
is the failure of the FEIS to acknowledge the significant loss of natural habitat (i.e., the study area is not 
already developed) or to provide evidentiary support for its conclusions. It does not attempt to estimate 
what the increase in stormwater runoff will be, what the nutrient and sediment levels in that additional 
runoff will be, or what impact those nutrient and sediment levels will have on the Chesapeake Bay Total 
Maximum Daily Load compliance. 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of water quality impacts from the project, including recognition that the 
project would significantly increase surface water runoff and contaminant loads to area 
waterways; 


= A commitment to employ Green Tracks; and 


= A commitment to employ, or a reasoned and supported discussion of why there is no reasonable 
need to employ, other specific detailed mitigation strategies. 


k k k k ok 


The Purple Line — in its current form — would fundamentally change the character of the Capital Crescent 
Trail and irrevocably destroy the mature forest and tree canopy that line a significant portion of the 
Georgetown Branch Trail. We strongly urge the MTA and FTA to reconsider the Purple Line in its 
current form. To that end, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects the 
deficiencies identified in this letter and provides a full and fair comparison of the attributes and 





mt See FEIS, at p. 4-127. 
= Id. at p. 4-128. 
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deficiencies of the Preferred Alternative, No Build Alternative and Medium Investment BRT Option 1. 
No matter what is suggested by artist renderings and MTA assurances, constructing and operating the 
Purple Line over the Trail will destroy permanently a unique, priceless, irreplaceable linear park between 
two bustling urban centers, forever depriving Silver Spring and residents east of Silver Spring of the 
many benefits derived from having this continuous park with its hiking, walking and biking trail. 


Respectfully submitted, 


ee ae 


Ajay Bhatt 
President 
Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail 


ce: Roger Berliner, Councilmember, District 1, Montgomery County 
Arthur Holmes, Jr., Director, Maryland Department of Transportation 
Richard S. Madaleno, Jr., Maryland State Senator, Maryland’s 18" District 
Michael D. Madden, Purple Line Project, Maryland Transit Administration 
Christopher Van Hollen, Jr., U.S. Representative, Maryland’s 8" District 


px | 
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Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles St 

Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore MD 21201 


To Whom It May Concern: 


Washington Real Estate Investment Trust (WRIT) is the long-term owner of a 5.45 acre parcel of land 
that sits adjacent to the proposed Long Branch Purple Line Station. The property is presently improved 
with just over 50,000 SF of retail, including a Giant grocery store, Chevy Chase Bank, and the 
Montgomery Beauty School. Having owned the property since 1963, WRIT is invested in the community 
and its future success. 


WRIT has reviewed the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and has identified two main areas 
of improvement to the Arliss Street portion of the Purple Line — construction staging and long-term 
property access. While we are supportive of the Purple Line and look forward to its arrival, we believe 
that some minor changes to the plans are required in order to ensure the success of the Purple Line in 
Long Branch. 


We should note that we are making these recommendations without the benefit of all of the drawings 
referenced in the Index of Drawings in Volume II of the FEIS. WRIT requested copies of the drawings 
relevant to our property from the Purple Line Project Manager on September 23, 2013, but thus far have 
not received any of the requested items. Some of these drawings, such as the maintenance of traffic plans 
and signalization plans, could have meaningful short and long-term implications for our property as well 
as the surrounding community, and as such, should have been included as part of the 30-day public 
review. While we recognize that the FEIS is a work in progress, we would note that the drawings 
included in the FEIS along Arliss Street lack consistency. For example, the Arliss Street alignment plans, 
Contract T-1042-0220, Drawing Sheets CV-30 and CV-31, represent our current understanding of the 
Purple Line plans with the train “side running” along the western side of Arliss Street. However, the 
corresponding cross sections, Contract T-1042-0220, Drawing Sheets TS-036 through TS-038, which are 
still dated 2012, show the train running through the median. For an adjacent property owner, a portion of 
whose land would be condemned as part of these plans, this inconsistency is significant; based on the 
provided sections, we have no reference for important design considerations such as retaining wall 
heights along Arliss Street, the cross section and design of the proposed Arliss Street station, or exactly 
how and where the train emerges from the tunnel portal. WRIT recommends that our comment period be 
extended until such time we have had the opportunity to review complete and coordinated drawings. At 
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this time, our comments respond to the FEIS document and drawings previously supplied by MTA. We 
reserve the right to further comment once all the referenced drawings are made available for our review. 


Construction Staging 
A. Parking 


Sheet 12 of the Environmental Resource Map indicates that a substantial portion of WRIT’s parking lot 
would be disturbed by the Purple Line. Without access to the requested maintenance of traffic plans 
referenced in the FEIS, we must reasonably infer that the limit of disturbance line shown on our parking 
lot reflects the extent of the construction staging area; this line is consistent with the staging diagram and 
the maintenance of traffic plans the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) provided to WRIT this past 
spring (Exhibit A). The Plymouth Tunnel staging area/Stage 1 — which would remain in place for at least 
30 months, with construction occurring 24 hours a day, 6 days a week (in order to maintain that schedule) 
— would have significant, detrimental impacts on the number of parking spaces available to our tenant, 
Giant, and on the turning movements of Giant’s delivery trailers. We will further explain these impacts 
and then offer a number of alternative staging areas that would bare a lesser burden to both WRIT, 
WRIT?’s tenants, and the state of Maryland. 


WRIT is contractually obligated to maintain the parking lot in its present configuration, which currently 
provides 372 parking spaces. Knowing that the construction of the Purple Line would impair a significant 
portion of the parking lot, we hired a respected traffic consultant, Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., to 
analyze the parking impacts to our property. Based on that analysis, it is estimated that the Stage 1 staging 
area would eliminate 182 parking spaces (49%) from use during this 3-year period of construction (that 
number includes additional spaces lost to allow for trailer turning movements). 


The loss of parking spaces could prompt Giant to seek to terminate its lease and thereby significantly 
increase the valuation and community impacts of the taking of WRIT’s property. Notwithstanding this 
potential outcome, Giant has informally indicated to us that it currently plans to continue to operate its 
store at this location provided that at least 200 spaces remain available in front of the store entrance. As 
you can see from the attached traffic diagrams (Exhibit B), only 129 spaces remain in front of the store 
during Stage 1 of construction. We note that the remaining phases of construction allow for adequate 
parking, but mitigation measures must be pursued to accommodate at least 71 additional spaces in Stage 
1. 


B. Truck Turning Movements 


Each phase of construction poses unique challenges to Giant’s delivery trailers, which measure up to 70 
feet in length. Giant receives up to 4 deliveries per day, between the hours of 4AM and noon, and strongly 
prefers at least 2 options for ingress and egress. Today, trailers access the site via the northern entrance, 
which provides a short travel distance and easy access to the western loading bays. The tunnel staging 
area would eliminate entry from this access point, diverting trucks to the southern entrances. During Stage 
1 construction, trucks would be required to enter from the southernmost entrance, circumnavigate the 
parking lot (Giant’s safety standards do not allow trailers to cross in front of stores) and then access the 
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western loading bays — use of the eastern loading bays is not feasible as the turning movements of the 
trailers would block the only means of access to the front parking lot. 


While the trucks could physically manage this atypical entry sequence, exiting the property would pose a 
greater challenge. On the Stage 1 turning movements diagram of Exhibit B, you can see that the truck 
path would impact an existing light pole on the northern end of the parking lot. In order to avoid this 
obstacle, a truck would need to use the drive aisle in front of the store, which as mentioned above, is 
prohibited by Giant’s safety standards. A better, and in our mind, easier solution to this problem would 
be to adjust the southern edge of the staging area to allow trailers enough room to navigate this tum. As 
an alternate to adjusting the staging area, we have also illustrated how trucks could access our property 
through the gas station property that MTA intends to condemn. Please note that Giant would strongly 
prefer to have at least two separate means of ingress and egress. 


During later phases of construction, trucks are able to access the loading bay via the newly-created 
northern entrance, however they may find exiting at that location challenging due to the proposed curb 
island. We would ask that MTA clarify the functionality of the northern entrance during construction 
versus the final condition. While the staging diagrams show multiple movements exiting the property at 
this location, the final condition permits right-hand turns only. We have provided turning movements for 
both scenarios. During Stage 4, tractor-trailers would be unable to avoid obstacles when exiting the 
property; leaving via the northern entrance impacts the curb island, and leaving via the southern entrance 
is not possible without utilizing a portion of the proposed staging area. Further, the narrow drive aisle 
does not permit two-way traffic. We have shown the exiting condition through the gas station site as a 
secondary option if the impact to the staging area at the southern entrance is not possible. 


C. Minimizing Impacts 


Both the parking issue and the tractor-trailer movement issue could be resolved by reducing the amount of 
space required for staging on WRIT’s property. There are a number of alternative staging locations that 
we believe would be acceptable to MTA: 


1. The parking lot at the southeastern quadrant of the intersection of Arliss Street and Flower 
Avenue (tax account # 03544464) — MTA is currently proposing to use half of this parking lot for 
staging purposes. We would suggest using the entire vacant parking lot and reducing the use of 
WRIT’s property by a proportional area. In Table 4-1 of the FEIS, MTA states that it “will use 
vacant or publicly-owned property, rather than privately-owned, developed property, for 
temporary construction activities to the extent reasonably feasible.” Whereas that parking lot sits 
vacant (and would for the foreseeable future given that the remaining half would be encumbered 
by staging), WRIT’s parking lot is part of a developed property and required by Giant for use by 
its customers. 


2. The Long Branch Public Library parking lot (tax account # 00980721) — this lot is public property 
and sits within close proximity of the staging area. The mitigation and minimization strategies 
outlined in the FEIS, and quoted above, should be followed. This site would be ideal for less 
active uses such as construction worker parking or materials storage. 
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3. The gas station site at the northwestern quadrant of the intersection of Arliss Street and Piney 
Branch Road (tax account # 00960710) — this property is slated for full property acquisition. In 
many other areas of the FEIS, MTA proposes staging areas on properties that would be acquired 
for the project. We would suggest acquiring this property sooner rather than later so that MTA 
may gain efficiencies by also using it as a Stage 1 staging area, rather than additionally paying 
WRIT for a construction easement. 


For the avoidance of doubt, the potential economic impacts — to the community, to WRIT and to the state 
of Maryland — from the construction process are extensively exacerbated if Giant ceases its operation at 
the location. As a result, we would strongly urge MTA to carefully consider the parking lot and truck 
movement considerations raised by this letter. We have said before on numerous occasions — and feel 
compelled to state it once more — that all parties will be significantly and adversely impacted if Giant 
ceases operation at our site. 


Long-Term Property Access 


For the last 50 years, WRIT has enjoyed full movement — left and right-hand turns — onto and off of our 
property at three locations. As a retail center, this level of accessibility, and the perception of 
accessibility, is essential to the success of our tenants. The FEIS plans do not provide a full movement 
entrance at WRIT’s property, however, as noted, coordination between MTA and WRIT on this issue is 
still ongoing. 


As part of that coordination effort, WRIT met with MTA this past June to discuss the feasibility of a full- 
movement, signalized intersection just north of the Long Branch station platform. Provided that the 
intersection would meet traffic signal warrants and that there would be room to add a dedicated left-hand 
turn lane, both MTA and WRIT agreed that a signal should be installed. Additionally, the Montgomery 
County Council recently approved a recommendation for a signalized, full-movement intersection at this 
location in the Long Branch Sector Plan. This modification to the Arliss Street plans would accomplish 
several objectives: 


1. This intersection would provide WRIT close to the same level of access that it has enjoyed since 
1963. As elsewhere provided in the FEIS, MTA should mitigate the impacts to the extent 
possible, which includes maintaining the same level of access that properties currently enjoy. 


2. The signal would vastly improve pedestrian safety at this station. The FEIS notes that the 
proportion of Long Branch’s residents using public transportation is 28%, which is greater than 
both the Purple Line Study area (23%) and Montgomery County (15%) figures (Social Effects 
and Land Use Planning Technical Report, pg. 9). This statistic suggests that there is a high 
likelihood of a person accessing the Long Branch station by foot. The current designs for Arliss 
Street show direct station access at only one end of the platform (the signalized intersection at 
Piney Branch Road). The only way to safely cross to the northern end of the platform is via the 
library signal, almost 350 feet to the north. A signalized crossing just north of the Arliss Street 
Station platform (adjacent to several hundred existing units of apartments) would reduce the 
likelihood of unprotected, midblock crossings and in effect “hold” the trains so that pedestrians 
may cross. 


3. A signalized intersection would vastly improve vehicular safety at the Long Branch Station. In 
order to further our coordination efforts with MTA, WRIT commissioned a signal warrant 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
WRIT 
Page 5 


analysis from Kimley-Horn in order to determine whether this intersection would meet the 
Montgomery County Department of Transportation’s signal requirements. Based on the existence 
of the train crossing alone, Kimley-Horn finds that the intersection just north of the station 
platform satisfies the standards for Warrant 9 (Exhibit C). Without a signal, it is highly unlikely 
that a driver would be able to turn off of the property safely given the span and visibility of the 
crossing. There is also the risk that a driver would straddle the tracks while waiting to make a turn 
onto Arliss Street. The FEIS states that, “MTA’s conceptual plans for the Purple Line include 
roadway and intersection improvements consistent with applicable design standards for safety, 
enabling the Purple Line and other transportation modes to operate together as efficiently and 
safely as possible” (ES-4). Given that signalization would allow this intersection to meet basic 
safety standards, its design should be included in future Purple Line plans. 


4. Creating greater accessibility to WRIT’s property would further the redevelopment goals of the 
Long Branch Sector Plan. The FEIS notes that, “By 2040, employment growth is expected to 
occur in all study area neighborhoods except Long Branch” (4-41). Additionally, the Long 
Branch station has the lowest projected ridership of all of the proposed Purple Line stations (ES- 
5). The Long Branch Sector Plan seeks to change this trajectory by providing redevelopment 
incentives to the commercial properties within the Town Center. As MTA is aware, WRIT has 
explored several redevelopment options and would like to pursue densifying its property in the 
future. But without adequate access — access that WRIT has enjoyed since owning the property — 
the viability of any redevelopment becomes less certain. With over 1,000 feet of linear frontage, 
WRIT’s property must have a full-movement, signalized intersection if it is going to attract the 
retail tenants and residents that will make redevelopment a reality. Other properties within the 
Town Center would also benefit from this intersection as many of them would connect to the 
proposed mid-block street whose eastern terminus is at this intersection. Commercial and 
residential growth at the Town Center will only bolster the ridership and success of the Long 
Branch station. 


The adoption of a full-movement, signalized intersection just north of the Long Branch station ultimately 
rests on two components: meeting the warrants for a signal and also providing space for a dedicated left- 
hand turn lane. The results of Kimley-Hom’s warrant study acknowledge the necessity for a signal at this 
intersection. The addition of the left-hand turn lane may be accommodated by switching the Long Branch 
station from a center platform to side platform format. As discussed during our meeting with MTA in 
June, enough space has been provided in the train right-of-way to allow for a train gate between the 
eastern tracks and the vehicular travel lanes. By opting for a side platform configuration, the space 
required for the gate could be provided in the same area as the eastern platform. This efficiency could 
create enough space for an additional vehicular travel lane within the overall right-of-way. In the event 
that additional space is still needed, WRIT would consider providing additional right-of-way on its 
property should no other viable alternative exist. 


WRIT has worked diligently with MTA and Montgomery County for over a year in order to create a 
design that would best meet the needs of all parties and the greater Long Branch community. We believe 
that our recommendations regarding construction staging and long-term access will enhance the overall 
configuration of the Arliss Street alignment and also provide much needed mitigation for the short and 
long-term effects of the Purple Line. It is our hope that MTA will adopt these mitigation strategies rather 
than increase the financial burden on the state of Maryland. 
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If there are any questions, I can be reached directly at 301-255-0765 or belliott@writ.com. Thank you for 
your consideration, and we look forward to continuing to work with MTA on this exciting and 
transformative project. 





Sincerely, 


R\aa\ 


10tt, Jr. 
Director of Development 


Ce: Mr. Michael Madden, Project Manager, Purple Line 
Mr. Rubin Bard, Director of Real Estate, Giant 
The Honorable Jamin B. Raskin, Senator, District 20 
The Honorable Sheila E. Hixson, Delegate, District 20 
The Honorable Thomas Hucker, Delegate, District 20 
The Honorable Heather R. Mizeur, Delegate, District 20 
The Honorable Valerie Ervin, Councilmember, Montgomery County Council 
The Honorable Frangois Carrier, Chair, Montgomery County Planning Board 
Ms. Melissa Williams, Senior Planner, M-NCPPC Montgomery County 
Mr. Val Lazdins, Chief, Area 1, M-NCPPC Montgomery County 
Mr. John Marcolin, Planner Coordinator, M-NCPPC Montgomery County 
Mr. Tom Autrey, Supervisor, Functional Planning and Policy, M-NCPPC 
Mr. David Anspacher, Planner/Coordinator, Functional Planning and Policy, M-NCPPC 
Mr. Paul T. McDermott, President & CEO, WRIT 
Mr. Thomas C. Morey, Senior VP and General Counsel, WRIT 
Mr. Paul S. Weinschenk, VP and Managing Director of Retail, WRIT 
Mr. Patrick L. O’Neil, Counsel, Lerch, Early & Brewer, Chtd. 
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RECONSTRUCTION OF THE NORTH SIDE SIDEWALK. PROVIDE CLEAR GUIDANCE 
AND SIGNAGE TO PEDESTRIANS AT ALL TIMES. 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO: Theresa White Suite 400 
Washington Real Estate Investment Trust eet rane 
Reston, Virginia 
20191 
FROM: Edward Y. Papazian, P.E. ra iF 
Danielle McCray, P.E. DRM 


Andrew Smith, EIT As 
DATE: October 17, 2013 


SUBJECT: 8750 Arliss Street 
Traffic Signal Warrant Evaluation 





INTRODUCTION 


This memorandum serves as an evaluation for a traffic signal at the new south entrance to 
service the retail center at 8750 Arliss Street (the “Shopping Center”). This evaluation is 
being performed as a result of changes to vehicle access proposed as part of the Purple Line. 


The 8750 Arliss Street retail center is located along the west side of Arliss Street in the 
Takoma Park area. The development contains approximately 51,000 square feet of retail 
space, which includes a Giant Food store and a Capital One Bank and beauty school. The 
center’s frontage along Arliss Street extends from just east of Flower Avenue to just north of 
Piney Branch Road. The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) is evaluating options for 
the Purple Line along Arliss Street along the property frontage. As part of the Purple Line, 
changes will be made to the vehicle access for the retail center. Figure 1 shows the site 
location. 


EXISTING AND FUTURE VEHICLE ACCESS AND LANE DESIGNATIONS 


Currently, there are two access points and one auxiliary access point along Arliss Street that 
serve the retail center. These are labeled 1, 2, and 3 on Figure 1. To the north of the property, 
Driveway | provides full movement and has a single lane for entering and a single lane for 
exiting traffic, separated by a median. To the south of the property, Driveway 2 provides full 
movement with a single lane for entering and exiting traffic. Driveway 3 provides access to 
the retail center parking lot on the south side of the property and provides full vehicle 
movement. Existing lane designations and permitted turning movements at these driveways 
are shown in Figure 2. 


The proposed Arliss Street alignment plan is contained within the submitted Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the Purple Line. Two entrances to the retail 


center are proposed as a part of this plan. The proposed North Entrance will be reconstructed 
approximately 250 feet west of the existing entrance (labeled Driveway 1 in Figures 1 and 
2), and will permit left and right turns in and right turns out only. The proposed South 
Entrance will be reconstructed in approximately the same location as the existing primary 
South Entrance (labeled Driveway 2 in Figures 1 and 2), but will no longer be located 
directly across from the entrance to the private lot. The South Entrance will permit left and 
right turns out and right turns in only. The third driveway will be eliminated. This South 
Entrance is the subject of this signal warrant evaluation. Proposed lane designations and 
permitted turning movements are shown in Figure 3. 


Future lane designations at the proposed South Entrance used for this analysis are the same as 
the proposed geometry in the FEIS plans. However, a northbound left turn lane is 
recommended to accommodate entering traffic at the South Entrance. This modification will 
eliminate the requirement that all northbound traffic enter the Shopping Center at only the 
North Entrance. The North Entrance is not visible to northbound drivers along Arliss Street 
due to topographic conditions. 
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TRAFFIC VOLUMES 


Traffic volumes used in this evaluation include the following components: 
e §=6Existing 2013 turning movement traffic counts 
e Redistributed existing traffic volumes 





Existing Traffic Volumes 

Traffic volume data used in this evaluation was obtained from the MTA. These include 
turning movement counts at existing Driveways | and 2 conducted during the AM and PM 
commuter peak hours. Traffic counts were not available for Driveway 3. 


Traffic counts were obtained on Thursday, February 28", 2013 between 6:00 AM to 9:00 AM 
and between 4:00 PM to 7:00 PM. Figure 4 shows the existing weekday hourly traffic 
volumes for the morning and evening commuter peak periods. 


Redistributed Traffic Volumes 

Redistributed traffic volume represents traffic patterns that will occur once proposed 
construction of the Purple Line is completed. Existing traffic volumes were redistributed 
based on the planned geometric changes and permitted turning movements illustrated in 
Figure 3. The existing left turn exiting movement from the proposed North Entrance will be 
prohibited in the future conditions. That turning movement volume was redistributed to the 
exiting left turn from the South Entrance. The northbound left turn entering volume at the 
South Entrance will be prohibited in the future conditions. That turning movement volume 
was redistributed to the entering left turn movement at the North Entrance. In addition, the 
existing through movement entering the retail center at the South Entrance was redistributed 
to the entering left turn movement at the North Entrance. Figure 5 shows the redistributed 
traffic at both intersections. 
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SIGNAL WARRANT EVALUATION 


The following sections of this memorandum describe the signal warrant evaluation conducted 
for the intersection at Arliss Street and the proposed South Entrance. 


Warrants 
The Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) outlines nine traffic signal 
warrants that consider factors related to the operation and safety at a potential intersection 
location. The nine traffic signal warrants are: 
e Warrant 1, Eight-Hour Vehicular Volume. 
Warrant 2, Four-Hour Vehicular Volume. 
Warrant 3, Peak Hour. 
Warrant 4, Pedestrian Volume. 
Warrant 5, School Crossing. 
Warrant 6, Coordinated Signal System. 
Warrant 7, Crash Experience. 
Warrant 8, Roadway Network. 
Warrant 9, Intersection Near a Grade Crossing. 


Due to the limited availability of data, a detailed analysis was not completed for each warrant. 
Review of the peak period traffic count data does not suggest that vehicular volume may 
support the conventional Eight-Hour, Four-Hour, nor Peak Hour Warrants. However, given 
the location of the planned Purple Line at grade crossing adjacent to the South Entrance, 
further investigation was conducted to evaluate potential need for a signal. 


Evaluation of Signal Warrant 9 — Intersection Near a Grade Crossing 
This warrant is intended for use at a location where none of the conditions in the other eight 


traffic signal warrants are met, but the proximity to the intersection of a grade crossing on an 
intersection approach controlled by a STOP or YIELD sign is the principal reason to consider 
installing a traffic control signal. Therefore, a traffic signal warrant analysis was performed 
for the intersection of Arliss Street and the South Entrance. Arliss Street is considered the 
major approach with one right turn lane and one through lane on the southbound approach 
and one through lane in the northbound direction. It is oriented north-south at this 
intersection. All northbound and southbound traffic volumes were included in the analysis of 
signal warrants. The South Entrance is considered the minor approach with a single exit lane 
that accommodates left and right turns. Figure 6 is a schematic that shows the South 
Entrance and the at-grade crossing of the Purple Line tracks. 
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Figure 6: Schematic of South Entrance and Purple Line Tracks 


Alternatives Considered 
According to the MUTCD (Section 4C.10), this signal warrant should be applied only after 
adequate consideration has been given to other alternatives or after a trial of an alternative has 
failed to alleviate the safety concerns associated with the grade crossing. Among the 
alternatives that should be considered are: 
e Providing additional pavement that would enable vehicles to clear the track or that 
would provide space for an evasive maneuver, or 
e Reassigning the stop controls at the intersection to make the approach across the 
track a non-stopping approach. 





Neither of the alternatives identified are feasible for this intersection. Conceptual preliminary 
engineering drawings of the Purple Line Light Rail show no opportunity for additional 
pavement near the grade crossing at the driveway. Stop controls are not reasonable on either 
approach of Arliss Street because of the volume of traffic in both directions. 


Warrant Condition 
The need for a traffic control signal shall be considered if both of the following criteria are 
met. 





Condition A 

Condition A is met if the grade crossing exists on an approach controlled by a STOP or 
YIELD sign and the center of the track nearest to the intersection is within 140 feet of the 
stop line or yield line on the approach. 


Preliminary plans show a stop bar within 15 feet of the tracks on the shopping center side of 
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the grade crossing. Plans do not show a stop bar on the other side between the rail crossing 
and Arliss Street. However, given the necessary sight distance a motorist will require in 
order to make a turn from the driveway, it is expected that another stop bar closer to the 
intersection would be necessary. The available distance between the rail crossing and Arliss 
Street is less than 20 feet. Since this distance is significantly less than the minimum 140 feet 
between the stop line and the center of the tracks nearest the intersection, Condition A is met 
for the intersection. 


Condition B 

Condition B is met if, during the highest traffic volume hour during which rail traffic uses the 
crossing, the plotted point representing the vehicles per hour on the major street (total of both 
approaches) and the corresponding vehicles per hour on the minor-street approach that 
crosses the track (one direction only, approaching the intersection) falls above the applicable 
curve in Figure 4C-9 for the existing combination of approach lanes over the track and the 
distance D which is the clear storage distance. In this case, the clear storage distance is 
defined as the distance available for vehicle storage measured between six feet from the rail 
nearest the intersection to the intersection stop line or normal stopping point on the roadway. 
As mentioned in the previous paragraph, the available distance between the intersection and 
the rail crossing is less than 20 feet. The curve with lowest value for D is 30 feet, so this 
curve was used for the evaluation. 


The major and minor street peak period redistributed volumes are shown in Table 1. Rail 
traffic volume data was not available for this evaluation, therefore the highest traffic volume 
hour data was used for the analysis. The highest traffic volume hour occurs between 5:00PM 
and 6:00PM. Major street volume (both directions of Arliss Street) and minor street volumes 
(South Entrance) were plotted as shown in Figure 7. With a major street volume of 541 
vehicles per hour and a minor street volume of 167 vehicles per hour, the resulting point is 
well above the curve for the minimum distance D of 30 feet for clear storage. The highest 
traffic volume hour meets the requirements for Condition B. 


Chapter 8 of the MUTCD describes the traffic control for light rail transit grade crossings 
similar to the planned Purple Line grade crossing at the South Entrance. Because of the 
number of variables to consider, no single standard system of traffic control devices is 
universally applicable for all light rail transit grade crossings. For safety, coordination, and 
integrity of operations by all users, traffic control devices and practices should be consistent 
with the design and application of standards documented in the MUTCD. 


The appendix contains the appropriate excerpts from the 2009 MUTCD including a 


description of Warrant 9 (Section 4C.10) and standard practices at Highway-LRT Grade 
Crossings (Section 8A.03). 
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Table 1: Hourly Major and Minor Approach Volumes 
(Vehicles per Hour) 
POUT Stak = — Redistributed Volume 
Time Sees Minor Street (Entrance) 
AM Peak Period 
6:00 AM 231 25 
7:00 AM 409 4] 
8:00 AM 529 40 
PM Peak Period 
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6:00 PM 473 189 
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* 25 vph applies as the lower threshold volume 
** VPH after applying the adjustment factors in Tables 4C-2, 4C-3, and/or 4C-4, if appropriate 


Figure 7: Warrant 9, Intersection Near a Grade Crossing 
(One Approach Lane at the Track Crossing) 
(Source: 2009 MUTCD) 
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CONCLUSIONS 


As a result of this study, it is concluded that Signal Warrant 9, “Intersection Near a Grade 
Crossing,” is met for the intersection of Arliss Street and the proposed South Entrance. 
Conditions are satisfied under existing volumes redistributed as planned with the 
implementation of the Purple Line Light Rail. 


Future lane designations at the proposed South Entrance used for this analysis are the same as 
the proposed geometry in the FEIS plans. However, a northbound left turn lane is 
recommended to accommodate entering traffic at the South Entrance. This modification will 
eliminate the requirement that all northbound traffic enter the Shopping Center at only the 
North Entrance. The North Entrance is not visible to northbound drivers along Arliss Street 
due to topographic conditions. The findings of the signal warrant analysis will remain the 
same if left turns entering the retail center were permitted at the South Entrance. 
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Section 4C.10 Warrant 9, Intersection Near a Grade Crossing 


Support: 

01 The Intersection Near a Grade Crossing signal warrant is intended for use at a location 
where none of the conditions described in the other eight traffic signal warrants are met, but 
the proximity to the intersection of a grade crossing on an intersection approach controlled by 
a STOP or YIELD sign is the principal reason to consider installing a traffic control signal. 


Guidance: 

02 This signal warrant should be applied only after adequate consideration has been given to 
other alternatives or after a trial of an alternative has failed to alleviate the safety concerns 
associated with the grade crossing. Among the alternatives that should be considered or tried 
are: 


A. Providing additional pavement that would enable vehicles to clear the track or that would 
provide space for an evasive maneuver, or 


B. Reassigning the stop controls at the intersection to make the approach across the track a 
non-stopping approach. 


Standard: 
03 The need for a traffic control signal shall be considered if an engineering study 
finds that both of the following criteria are met: 


A. A grade crossing exists on an approach controlled by a STOP or YIELD sign and 
the center of the track nearest to the intersection is within 140 feet of the stop 
line or yield line on the approach; and 

B. During the highest traffic volume hour during which rail traffic uses the 
crossing, the plotted point representing the vehicles per hour on the major 
street (total of both approaches) and the corresponding vehicles per hour on 
the minor-street approach that crosses the track (one direction only, 
approaching the intersection) falls above the applicable curve in Figure 4C-9 or 
4C-10 for the existing combination of approach lanes over the track and the 
distance D, which is the clear storage distance as defined in Section 1A.13. 


Figure 4C-9 Warrant 9, Intersection Near a Grade Crossing (One Approach Lane at 
the Track Crossing) 


Fegqure 4-9 Werrent ©. intersection Meare Grade Crossing 
[One Appenech Lane at me Trach Crossangy 





Figure 4C-10 Warrant 9, Intersection Near a Grade Crossing (Two or More Approach 
Lanes at the Track Crossing) 


http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part4/part4c.htm 10/14/2013 


Chapter 4C - MUTCD 2009 Edition - FHWA Page 2 of 3 


a0 q oe 
Two or More Approsch Lanes at the Track Coosmng! 


Guidance: 
04 The following considerations apply when plotting the traffic volume data on Figure 4C-9 or 
4C-10: 


A. Figure 4C-9 should be used if there is only one lane approaching the intersection at the 
track crossing location and Figure 4C-10 should be used if there are two or more lanes 
approaching the intersection at the track crossing location. 

B. After determining the actual distance D, the curve for the distance D that is nearest to 
the actual distance D should be used. For example, if the actual distance D is 95 feet, the 
plotted point should be compared to the curve for D = 90 feet. 

C. If the rail traffic arrival times are unknown, the highest traffic volume hour of the day 
should be used. 


Option: 
05 The minor-street approach volume may be multiplied by up to three adjustment factors as 
provided in Paragraphs 6 through 8. 


06 Because the curves are based on an average of four occurrences of rail traffic per day, the 
vehicles per hour on the minor-street approach may be multiplied by the adjustment factor 
shown in Table 4C-2 for the appropriate number of occurrences of rail traffic per day. 


Table 4C-2. Warrant 9, Adjustment Factor for 
Daily Frequency of Rail Traffic 


Rail Traffic per Da 
== 
2 0.91 
3to5 1.00 
6 to 8 1.18 
12 or more 1.33 


07 Because the curves are based on typical vehicle occupancy, if at least 2% of the vehicles 
crossing the track are buses carrying at least 20 people, the vehicles per hour on the minor- 
street approach may be multiplied by the adjustment factor shown in Table 4C-3 for the 
appropriate percentage of high-occupancy buses. 





Table 4C-3. Warrant 9, Adjustment Factor for Percentage 
of High-Occupancy Buses 


% of High-Occupancy Buses* |, ,. 
on Minor-Street Approach djustment Factor 


1.00 | 


[| 1.00 


* A high-occupancy bus is defined as a bus occupied by at least 20 people. 
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08 Because the curves are based on tractor-trailer trucks comprising 10% of the vehicles 
crossing the track, the vehicles per hour on the minor-street approach may be multiplied by 
the adjustment factor shown in Table 4C-4 for the appropriate distance and percentage of 
tractor-trailer trucks. 


Table 4C-4. Warrant 9, Adjustment Factor for Percentage of Tractor-Trailer 
Trucks 


% of Tractor-Trailer Trucks Adjustment Factor 








on Minor-Street Approach D less than 70 feetD of 70 feet or more 

0% to25% 50 0.50 

2.6% to 7.5% 0.75 

1.00 

12.6% to 17.5% 1.15 

1,35 

22.6% to 27.5% 1.64 

More than 27.5% 4.18 2.09 
Standard: 


09 If this warrant is met and a traffic control signal at the intersection is justified by 
an engineering study, then: 


A. The traffic control signal shall have actuation on the minor street; 


B. Preemption control shall be provided in accordance with Sections 4D.27, 8C.09, 
and 8C.10; and 


C. The grade crossing shall have flashing-light signals (see Chapter 8C). 


Guidance: 
10 If this warrant is met and a traffic control signal at the intersection is justified by an 
engineering study, the grade crossing should have automatic gates (see_Chapter 8C). 
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Section 8A.03 Use of Standard Devices, Systems, and Practices at Highway-LRT Grade 
Crossings 


Support: 
01 The combination of devices selected or installed at a specific highway-LRT grade crossing is 
referred to as a Light Rail Transit Traffic Control System. 


02 Because of the large number of significant variables to be considered, no single standard 
system of traffic control devices is universally applicable for all highway-LRT grade crossings. 


03 For the safety and integrity of operations by highway and LRT users, the highway agency 
with jurisdiction, the regulatory agency with statutory authority, if applicable, and the LRT 
authority jointly determine the need and selection of traffic control devices and the assignment 
of priority to LRT at a highway-LRT grade crossing. 


04 The normal rules of the road and traffic control priority identified in the "Uniform Vehicle 
Code" govern the order assigned to the movement of vehicles at an intersection unless the 
local agency determines that it is appropriate to assign a higher priority to LRT. Examples of 
different types of LRT priority control include separate traffic control signal phases for LRT 
movements, restriction of movement of roadway vehicles in favor of LRT operations, and 
preemption of highway traffic signal control to accommodate LRT movements. 


Guidance: 

05 The appropriate traffic control system to be used at a highway-LRT grade crossing should 
be determined by an engineering study conducted by the LRT or highway agency in 
cooperation with other appropriate State and local organizations. 


Standard: 
06 Traffic control devices, systems, and practices shall be consistent with the design 
and application of the Standards contained in this Manual. 


07 The traffic control devices, systems, and practices described in this Manual shall 
be used at all highway-LRT grade crossings. 


08 Before any new highway-LRT grade crossing traffic control system is installed or 
before modifications are made to an existing system, approval shall be obtained from 
the highway agency with the jurisdictional and/or statutory authority, and from the 
LRT agency. 


Guidance: 

09 To stimulate effective responses from road users, these devices, systems, and practices 
should use the five basic considerations employed generally for traffic control devices and 
described fully in Section 1A.02: design, placement, operation, maintenance, and uniformity. 


Support: 
10 Many other details of highway-LRT grade crossing traffic control systems that are not set 
forth in Part 8 are contained in the publications listed in Section 1A.11. 


Standard: 

11 Highway-LRT grade crossings in semi-exclusive alignments shall be equipped with 
a combination of automatic gates and flashing-light signals, or flashing-light signals 
only, or traffic control signals, unless an engineering study indicates that the use of 
Crossbuck Assemblies, STOP signs, or YIELD signs alone would be adequate. 


http://mutcd.fhwa.dot.gov/htm/2009/part8/part8a.htm 10/14/2013 


Chapter 8A - MUTCD 2009 Edition - FHWA Page 2 of 2 


Option: 

12 Highway-LRT grade crossings in mixed-use alignments may be equipped with traffic control 
signals unless an engineering study indicates that the use of Crossbuck Assemblies, STOP 
signs, or YIELD signs alone would be adequate. 


Support: 

13 Sections 8B.03 and 8B.04 contain provisions regarding the use and placement of Crossbuck 
signs and Crossbuck Assemblies. Section 8B.05 describes the appropriate conditions for the use 
of STOP or YIELD signs alone at a highway-LRT grade crossing. Sections 8C.10 and 8C.11 
contain provisions regarding the use of traffic control signals at highway-LRT grade crossings. 
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Request No.: 
Job No.: 
Arliss St at Shopping Center Enterance (North) MONTGOMERY 
2/28/2013 Thursday) Town: SILVER SPRING 
Recorder: SB/GB Weather: CLEAR 
Interval (dd) : 15 
(In Minutes) 
PEAK AM PERIOD Start End Volume PM PERIOD Start End Volume 
HOURS 6:00AM-12:00PM. 07:45 08:45 480 412:00PM-7:00PM. 17:00 18:00 698 
Street 
Name--> Arliss St Arliss St Private Parking Lot Shopping Center Ent (North) 
HOUR From North From South From East From West GRAND 
ENDING L T R TOT| L T R TOT L T R TOT L T R TOT TOTAL 
10} 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
10} 0 10} 0 10} 
0 0 0 0 10} 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 13 5 18 0 33 0 33 0 0 1 1 2. 0 0 2 54 
0 10 2 12 0 29 1 30 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 4 46 
0 9 4 13 0 37 0 37 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 52 
0 21 8 29 3 36 0 39 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 5 73 
0 14 9 23 0 54 0 54 0 0 2 Zz 2 0 3 5 84 
1 18 9 28 1 55 0 56 0 0 1 1 3 0 3 6 91 
0 19 rs 26 1 85 0 86 0 0 1 1 3 0 2 5 118 
1 32 10 43 2 69 0 71 0 0 0 0 5 0 1 6 120 
0 36 13 49 2 66 0 68 0 0 0 0 2 0 6 8 125 
) 29 8 37 1 61 () 62 1 ) () 1 7 ) 2 9 109 
0 43 12 55 4 56 0 60 [) 0 0 0 6 0 5 11 126 
0 28 12 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 41 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (e) 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 e) 0 0 0 
0 [i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 [) 0 {) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 [) () 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (o) 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0 0 
1 66 27 88 4 30 0 34 0 0 1 1 20 0 3 23 146 
2 42 25 69 5 35 0 40 0 0 0 0 21 0 5 26 135 
0 68 45 113 5 26 1 32 0 0 2 2 18 0 5 23 170 
0 60 32 92 6 28 0 34 0 0 0 0 24 0 8 32 158 
0 80 36 116 3 34 0 37 0 0 0 0 34 0 11 45 198 
0 65 38 103 2 24 0 26 0 0 0 0 25 0 9 34 163 
) 66 36 102 3 33 0 36 [) ) () [} 25 ) 5 30 168 
[} 64 37 101 9 21 0 30 [} 0 0 0 24 0 14 38 169 
4. 61 32 94 3 38 1 42 0 0 0 0 31 0 19 50 186 
il 65 32 98 2 29 0 31 0 0 0 0 23 0 9 32 161 
0 49 28 bid 8 28 0 36 0 0 0 0 25 0 5 30 143 
il 52 30 83 6 29 0 35 0 0 0 0 26 0 4 30 148 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 [\) 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL 
[AM Peak Vol 
PM Peak Vol 
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Request No.: 
Location: Arliss St at Shopping Center Enterance (North) County: MONTGOMERY 
Date: 2/28/2013 Thursday Town: SILVER SPRING 
Recorder: SB/GB Weather: CLEAR 
Interval (dd) : 15 
(In Minutes) 


AM PERIOD Volume PM PERIOD 











PEDESTRIAN SCHOOL CHILDREN & U-TURN BREAKDOWN 
Hour Arliss St Arliss St Private Parking Lot Shopping Center Ent (North) 
Ending BIKES PED. U.T. BIKES PED. U.T. BIKES PED. U.T. BIKES PED. U.T. 
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TOTAL 
[AM Peak Vol 0 
PM Peak Vol 0 0 a 0 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 
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Request No.: 
Job No. 

































































Location: Arliss St at Shopping Center Enterance (North) H MONTGOMERY 
Date: 2/28/2013 Thursday| Town: SILVER SPRING 
Recorder: SB/GB Weather: CLEAR 
Interval (dd) : LE 
(In Minutes) 
AM PERIOD Start End PM PERIOD 
08:45 42:00PM-7:00PM 


























































































































































































































































































































Turning Movement Summary: zie) 
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Request No.: 
Job No.: 
Arliss St at Shopping Center Enterance (South) MONTGOMERY 
2/28/2013 Thursday) Town: SILVER SPRING 
Recorder: SB/GB Weather: CLEAR 
Interval (dd) : 15 
(In Minutes) 
PEAK AM PERIOD Start End Volume PM PERIOD Start End Volume 
HOURS 6:00AM-12:00PM. 07:45 08:45 573 12:00PM-7:00PM. 16:30 17:30 629 
Street 
Name--> Arliss St Arliss St Private Parking Lot Shopping Center Ent (South) 
HOUR From North From South From East From West GRAND 
ENDING L T R TOT| L T R TOT L T R TOT L T R TOT TOTAL 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
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0 {i 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
2 17 0 19 1 23 6 30 6 0 2 8 1 0 2 3 60 
0 18 0 18 2 31 1 34 2 0 0 2 1 0 2 3 57 
1 15 1 17 3 34 0 37 3 0 1 4 0 1 3 4 62 
0 33 0 33 6 41 1 48 2 0 0 zZ 1 0 3 4 87 
1 28 0 29 2 52 0 54 6 0 1 7 ‘ll 0 8 9 99 
0 21 0 21 7 53 3 63 0 0 2 2 0 0 8 8 94 
1 29 0 30 2 87 2 91 2 0 4 6 1 0 4 5 132 
3 35 0 38 6 15 1 82 ['} 0 0 [} 1 0 5 6 126 
1 46 2 49 3 63 2 68 0 0 3 3 1 0 6 7 127 
[) 44 0 44 13 86 3 102 1 ) 2 3 ['} [) 6 6 155 
2 70 0 72 13 60 3 76 1 6 1 8 [} 0 9 9 165 
2 35 0 37 rd 68 2 TT 0 0 2 2 0 0 3 3 119 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (e) 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 e) 0 0 0 
0 [i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 [) 0 {) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [) 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 ) 0 [\) () 0 0 0 0 0 0 {) () 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
2 13 2 7 14 35 4 53 1 1 1 3 1 0 17 18 151 
2 49 2 53 6 40 0 46 2 0 2 4 0 0 15 15 118 
3 80 2 85 14 34 2 50 3 0 [) 3 1 0 19 20 158 
2 63 2 67 17 38 4 59 2 0 2 4 2 0 23 25 155 
0 92 4 96 13 46 1 60 2 0 1 3 0 0 12 12 171 
1 65 0 66 19 35 5 59 2 0 0 2 1 0 17 18 145 
1 73 1 75 13 45 3 61 3 1 2 6 0 o) 13 13 155 
0 ia 2 73 18 37 0 55 1 0 1 2 0 0 16 16 146 
5 12 2 79 13 38 0 51 5 0 2 Fé 2 0 24 26 163 
7 75 1 83 8 38 5 51 1 0 4 5 0 0 17 17 156 
2 65 3 70 10 31 1 42 5 0 2 rd 1 0 26 27 146 
3 45 1 49 9 35 0 44 2 0 2 4 3 i 10 14 111 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 [) 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 [\) 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL 
[AM Peak Vol 
PM Peak Vol 
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Request No.: 
Location: Arliss St at Shopping Center Enterance (South) County: MONTGOMERY 
Date: 2/28/2013 Thursday Town: SILVER SPRING 
Recorder: SB/GB Weather: CLEAR 
Interval (dd) : 15 
(In Minutes) 


AM PERIOD Volume PM PERIOD 











PEDESTRIAN SCHOOL CHILDREN & U-TURN BREAKDOWN 
Hour Arliss St Arliss St Private Parking Lot Shopping Center Ent (South) 
Ending BIKES PED. U.T. BIKES PED. U.T. BIKES PED. U.T. BIKES PED. U.T. 
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TOTAL 
[AM Peak Vol 0 10 0 
PM Peak Vol 0 35 1 0 32 0 0 9 0 0 4 0 
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Location: Arliss St at Shopping Center Enterance (South) H MONTGOMERY 
Date: 2/28/2013 Thursday) Town: SILVER SPRING 
Recorder: SB/GB Weather: CLEAR 
Interval (dd) : AD: 
(In Minutes) 
AM PERIOD Start End PM PERIOD 
08:45 42:00Pm.7-00pm_ [16:30] 17:30 [629 | 




















































































































































































































































































































































































































Turning Movement Summary: 2460 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #682 DETAIL 








First Name: Jeff 
Last Name : Dunckel 


Business/Agency/Associati Montgomery County's Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Traffic Safety Advisory 
on Name : 


Email Address : Jeff. Dunckel@montgomerycountymd.gov 


Submission Content/Notes : Maryland Transit Administration, 


Montgomery County's Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Traffic Safety Advisory 
Committee would like to offer the following comments on the Purple 
Line's Final Environmental Impact Statement. These comments were 
approved by the full committee on September 12, 2013. The 
Pedestrian, 

Bicycle, and Traffic Safety Advisory Committee is authorized under 
Montgomery County legislation to advise the County Executive and the 
County Council on issues pertaining to pedestrian safety in the County. 
Mike Madden of the Maryland Transit Authority made a presentation to 
the 

committee on July 11, 2013. 


Action items following the presentation of the Purple Line project - 
July 11, 2013 


It is not evident from available information that the Purple line has a 
clear vision to shift the County's mode share from single occupancy 
motor vehicle to transit, walking and bicycling. In many locations with 
dense development and population, wide multi-lane roads are illustrated 
on both sides of the light rail which doesn't further the TOD goals of 
the project (slide 4 of presentation) or match successful light rail 
systems in other cities. In many instances, additional travel or turn 
lanes are being constructed which is lengthening crossing distances, 
reducing safety for pedestrians, and is detrimental to the pedestrian 
environment. In order to create vibrant retail hubs in key centers along 
the Purple Line's path, the transit system needs to be effective and 
efficient, but also enticing to pedestrians with a street cross section 
that prioritizes transit, pedestrian and bicycle travel over motor 
vehicle travel. We don't see any illustrations that reflect successful 
ne rail and TOD development in other cities like Portland (shown 
elow). 


MOTION: No Additional Lane Capacity 


Voted, that the PBTSAC recommend to the County Executive and 
County 

Council that in central business districts, locations with other high 
capacity transit services (metro stations, bus hubs), locations with 
high pedestrian volumes and planned pedestrian generators, that no 
additional lane capacity be provided for motor vehicles, including no 
additional turn lanes. Instead, right of way should be dedicated to 
bicycle facilities, promenades with wide planting strips and street 
trees. 


The motion was unanimously approved. 


MOTION: Specifications for Crossings 


seh that the PBTSAC recommend to the County Executive and 
ounty 

Council that anywhere the Purple Line travels through central business 
districts, locations with other transit services (metro stations, bus 
hubs), locations with high pedestrian volumes and planned pedestrian 
generators, crossings should include raised pedestrian refuge islands 
(that cross over the striped crosswalk), tight turning radii, and 

planting strips with street trees. 


The motion was unanimously approved. 


Thank you for accepting our comments pertaining to the Purple Line's 
design. 


Erwin Mack, Chair 

Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Traffic Safety Advisory Committee 
8107 Chester Street 

Takoma Park, Maryland 20912 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #689 DETAIL 








First Name : Richard 
Last Name : Albores 


Business/Agency/Associati North Woodside-Montgomery Hills Citizens Association 
on Name : 


Email Address : ricky.albores@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 


*North Woodside-Montgomery Hills* 
*Citizens Association (NWMHCA)* 
*P.O. Box** 8022* 

*Silver Spring**, Maryland 20910* 


October 21, 2013 


Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


Re: Purple Line Comments- Final Environmental Impact Statement 


Dear Federal Transit Administration and Maryland Transit 
Administration: 


On behalf of the North Woodside-Montgomery Hills Citizens Association 
(NWMHCA), | respectfully submit these comments to the Maryland 
Purple Line 

Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). 


NWMHCA is a vibrant community, established in 1890 and home to 
more than 

350 families at all life stages. We are bordered by Seminary Road to our 
north, Georgia Avenue to our east, Sixteenth Street extended to our 
south 

and the CSX tracks to our west. Within our boundaries, we also host 
Woodlin 

Elementary School, the Yeshiva of Greater Washington, Rinaldi Funeral 
Services and Genesis Healthcare Woodside Center. 


We work hard to preserve our hometown charm amidst a blustering and 
confusing transportation system of roads that bisect and burden us with 
non-local motor vehicle and bus traffic; dangerous and busy pedestrian 
crossings along our borders; and the noisy and unattractive railway 
right-of-way operated by CSX. We have enjoyed the rebirth of the Silver 
Spring CBD, the completion of the Walter Reed Army Institute of 
Research, 

and the recent redevelopment of the National Park Seminary Property - 
at 

all times raising our voices to seek protection from the adverse traffic 
implications that these modifications have imposed on our residential 
community. 


In General, NWMHCA continues to support the Purple Line project as an 
East-West light rail public transit option with a multi-use path (MUP) 
connecting the East and West segments of the Capital Crescent Trail. 
This 

is consistent with the NWMHCA 2008 resolution that called for 
minimizing 

adverse impacts to the NWMHCA community in the implementation of 
the Purple 

Line project. 


With that resolution in mind, NWMHCA would like to express significant 


concerns with the FEIS as it relates to the proposed reconstruction of 
the 

Talbot Avenue Bridge. As currently proposed, the Talbot Avenue bridge 
would 

be reconstructed as a 40-foot wide bridge with two-way vehicle traffic 
and 

one lane of MUP. NWMHCA opposes this proposal. The proposal would 
increase 

motor vehicle cut-through traffic in the residential neighborhood and 
adversely affect the safety and quiet enjoyment of NWMHCA residents, 
especially those on Hanover Street and Grace Church Road which lead 
to and 

from the bridge. NWMHCA does not believe MTA has adequate and 
current 

traffic volume data for the bridge as currently configured and has not 
adequately analyzed the traffic burdens on the bridge. The FEIS also 
does 

not adequately analyze and discuss the traffic volumes or adverse 
impacts 

anticipated to occur when a reconstructed bridge allows two-way traffic 
and 

MUP usage. 


Of the NWMHCA residents surveyed (55 homes, or approximately 15 
percent), 

the majority have expressed a preference for building a new bridge that 
would maintain one lane of vehicular traffic (similar to the current 
operation of the bridge) and a one lane MUP. If MTA reconstructs the 
bridge as proposed, NWMHCA requests that: 


A) MTA conduct traffic studies to document current vehicular traffic 
volumes and adopt appropriate measures to minimize cut-through 
vehicular 

traffic; 

B) MTA include a ban of commercial truck and bus usage of the bridge; 
and 

C) MTA study and adopt all appropriate vehicular traffic mitigation 
measures to minimize cut-through vehicular traffic and promote safety 
(examples include speed cameras, traffic lights at the bridge, and 
volume-access restrictions). 

Additionally, NWMHCA requests a noise abatement study be conducted 
for the 

portion of the Purple Line tracks that will abut our neighborhood along 
Luzerne Avenue, and implement any sound barriers necessary to 
address 

excessive noise from the construction and operation of the Purple Line. 


Thank you for the opportunity. If you have any questions or concerns, 
please contact me at ricky.albores@gmail.com, or on 202-258-0429. 


Sincerely, 

/signed/ 

Ricky Albores, Member NWMHCA 
Purple Line Talbot Bridge Subcommittee 
cc: Governor O'Malley 


Lt. Governor Brown 


County Executive lke Leggett 
Montgomery County Council 
Congresswoman Donna Edwards 


Congressman Chris Van Hollen 
Secretary James Smith 


Bcc: NWMHCA list-serve 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #693 DETAIL 





First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Zorayda 
Moreira 
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Thank you. 


*Zorayda Moreira-Smith* 

Manager of Housing, Community and Economic Development 
CASA de Maryland, Inc. 

8151 15th Avenue 

Langley Park, MD 20783 

Phone: 240-491-5761 

Fax: 301-408-4123 


““Tell me and | forget, teach me and | may remember, involve me and | 
learn*.” 
- Benjamin Franklin 


This message is intended for the use of the individual or entity to which 
it is addressed and may contain attorney/client information that is 
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. 
If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the 
employee 

or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended 
recipient, 

you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of 
this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email or 


by 

telephone (301. 431. 4185) and immediately delete this message and all 
its 

attachments. 
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October 21, 2013 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 
FEIS@purplelinemd.com 


cc: Governor Martin O’Malley 
Lt. Governor Anthony Brown 
County Executive Ike Leggett 
County Executive Rushern Baker 
Congressman Donna Edwards 
Congressman Chris Van Hollen 
Secretary Dominick Murray 
Secretary James Smith 
Secretary Leonard Howie III 
Secretary Raymond Skinner 


Re: Purple Line Comments- Final Environmental Impact Statement 
Dear To Whom It May Concern: 


We, the undersigned, respectfully submit these comments to the Maryland Purple Line 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). In general, we support the Purple Line. We 
strongly believe that the Purple Line development, if managed successfully, presents 
opportunities beyond ridership, including economic empowerment through jobs and small 
business growth, a healthy and attractive environment, an increase in affordable housing, 
and strengthening the fabric of our communities. Mismanaged, we are concerned that the 
Purple Line development will threaten our unique International Corridor community 
through upward pressure on housing and small business rents. And we will lose a once-in- 
a-lifetime opportunity to utilize infrastructure development to permanently improve skills 
and income for low-wage workers. We strongly recommend and urge the Maryland Transit 
Administration (MTA), and all stakeholders to create a Purple Line Compact that will 
include mitigation strategies to offset the adverse impacts of the Purple Line development. 


Impact on Existing Small Businesses 

The FEIS recognizes small business concerns regarding the loss of business during 
construction! and rent increases but fails to provide a substantive description of how those 
impacts will be mitigated. Instead, the FEIS argues that post-construction, the Purple Line 


* The FEIS recognizes that “small businesses in particular would have difficulty [during construction] withstanding 
the resultingloss of commerce,” (FEIS at 4-164). 


increase economic activity without explanation of how our vibrant community of minority- 
owned small businesses will survive the 5-year construction period. The FEIS mentions a 
Business Impact Minimization Plan (Plan) but does not provide details. We support MTA’s 
intent to develop this Plan and we strongly encourage them to involve the community and 
incorporate the Plan into the Purple Line Compact. 


Affordable Housing 

The FEIS acknowledges the potential impact of the Purple Line on increased property 
value, changes in the availability and affordability of housing stock, and changes in 
neighborhood character. 2 The FEIS argues that the MTA has worked to address these 
indirect effects through meetings with community members, community organizations, 
local elected officials, and agencies. These activities should continue and be strengthened. 
However, talking about the problem is nota plan for mitigation. Our organizations have 
concrete proposals to alleviate some of these concerns and believe that their adoption 
should be discussed through a Purple Line Compact and specific commitments toward 
mitigation made. 


Pathways from Poverty Through Employment 

The FEIS does not address the large need for job opportunities for residents of low income 
census tracks surrounding the alignment. There are ten zip codes within the project impact 
zone that contain census tracts with median incomes under $40,000. All but one of these 
zip codes have an unemployment rate that is higher than the statewide average of 7.3%. 
Moreover, each of these low-income zip codes contains multiple census tracts with above 
average unemployment, and at least one census tract with high unemployment of at least 
150% of the statewide average. By implementing a well-crafted training and employment 
strategy for the upcoming Purple Line, Maryland can build viable career pathways for 
underemployed local workers, maximizing the impact of its transit investment by linking it 
to human capital development. The FEIS makes no mention of this issue other than to 
assume with no factual analysis that the jobs will simply go to local communities. Again, we 
hope that specific inter-agency commitments on training and jobs will be included ina 
Purple Line Compact process. 


Conclusion 
Our organizations have met with and organized with directly impacted residents and small 


businesses in the International Corridor for years. Our priorities around small business 
preservation, anti-displacement housing policies and investment, and job development are 
well-known and have been expressed across dozens of MTA-hosted and county-hosted 
meetings. We were very disappointed to see such scant reflection of these concerns in the 
FEIS and hope that these concerns will be seriously considered and addressed by the 
Federal Transit Administration and the Maryland Transit Administration. 


> FEIS at 4-166. 


If you have any questions, please contact Zorayda Moreira-Smith at zmoreira@casamd.org. 
Thank you. 


Sincerely, 


Bedford Station, Victoria Station, and Newbury Square Apartments Tenants Coalition 
(Alicia Silva and Lidia Rivas, Tenant Leaders) 


CASA de Maryland, Inc. (Gustavo Torres, Executive Director) 

CHEER (Bruce Baker, Director) 

Coalition for Smarter Growth (Cheryl Cort, Policy Director) 

Iglesia Evangélica Mahanaim (Pastor Rosalio Garcia) 

Iglesia Luterana La Sagrada Familia (Pastora Rosario Hernandez) 

International Academy of Football Club (Raul Sosa, President) 

Job Opportunities Task Force (Jason Perkins-Cole, Executive Director) 

Langley Park Small Business Owner’s Association (Jorge Sactic, President) 

Latin American Youth Center/Maryland Youth Center (Luisa Montero, Director) 
Long Branch Small Business Association (Carlos Perozo, President) 

Long Branch Residents Council (Alvaro Cabrera and Flor Velasquez, Tenant Leaders) 
Lyttonsville Community Civic Association (Charlotte Coffield, President) 
Montgomery Housing Partnership (Robert Goldman, President) 

Safe Silver Spring (Tony Hausner, Chair) 


Shared Progress Collaborative (Paul Grenier, Community Economic Development 
Specialist) 


Soccer League of Langley Park (Tobias Lopez, President) 

St. Matthew’s Episcopal Church (Father Vidal Rivas) 

St. Miguel’s Episcopal Church (Father Vidal Rival) 
Templeton Knolls Civic Association (Alice Bishop, President) 


Turner Memorial AME Church (Pastor William H. Lamar IV) 


University Landing Apartments Tenants Association (Laura Pinto, Tenant Leader) 


Individuals: Ann M. Collins, LSCW-C; Jean Cavanaugh; Justin W. Chappell; Terrill North; 
Tony Hausner; and Valerie Barr 
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Attached are CASA's comments to the FEIS. 


Thank you, 
Zorayda 


*Zorayda Moreira-Smith* 

Manager of Housing, Community and Economic Development 
CASA de Maryland, Inc. 

8151 15th Avenue 

Langley Park, MD 20783 

Phone: 240-491-5761 

Fax: 301-408-4123 


““Tell me and | forget, teach me and | may remember, involve me and | 
learn*.” 
- Benjamin Franklin 


This message is intended for the use of the individual or entity to which 
it is addressed and may contain attorney/client information that is 
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. 
If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the 
employee 

or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended 
recipient, 

you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of 
this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email or 


by 

telephone (301. 431. 4185) and immediately delete this message and all 
its 

attachments. 

CASA de Maryland's Purple Line FEIS Comments (signed) 
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CASA de Maryland's Purple Line FEIS Comments 10.21.2013.pdf (274 
kb) 





CASA 


DE MARYLAND, 
October 21, 2013 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 
FEIS@purplelinemd.com 


es: Governor Martin O’Malley 
Lt. Governor Anthony Brown 
County Executive Ike Leggett 
County Executive Rushern Baker 
Congressman Donna Edwards 
Congressman Chris Van Hollen 
Secretary Dominick Murray 
Secretary John Smith 
Secretary Leonard Howie III 
Secretary Raymond Skinner 


Re: Purple Line Comments- Final Environmental Impact Statement 
To Whom It May Concern: 


CASA de Maryland, Inc. (“CASA”) respectfully submits these comments on the Maryland 
Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement (““FEIS”). 


CASA is Maryland’s largest non-profit organization serving the immigrant community. We 
provide legal, social services, adult education, job training and placement assistance, and 
leadership development to our 43,000 members; day laborers, low income tenants, and domestic 
workers, among others. CASA is committed to the International Corridor. The International 
Corridor is home to an environmental justice community’, minority and low-income 
populations’. Its’ residents represent over 150 countries and a vast array of minority-owned small 
businesses that compliment this diversity. CASA has seven centers, four of which are located on 
the proposed Purple Line corridor. Our headquarters sits just a block off the section of 


1 Environmental justice communities are commonly identified as those where residents are predominantly 
minorities or low-income; where residents have been excluded from the environmental policy setting or 
decision-making process; where they are subject to a disproportionate impact from one or more 
environmental hazards; and where residents experience disparate implementation of environmental 
regulations, requirements, practices and activities in their communities. 


? The International Corridor meets MTA’s definition of minority and low-income populations because over 50 
percent of the population is minority and more than 16 percent households are below poverty level. 
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University Boulevard lying between the proposed Riggs Road and New Hampshire Avenue 
stops. 


CASA supports the Purple Line because we strongly believe that the Purple Line has the 
potential to create opportunities for success beyond ridership. These opportunities include 
economic empowerment through the creation of jobs and strengthened small businesses, a 
healthy and attractive environment, and an increase in affordable housing. Mismanaged, we are 
concerned that the Purple Line development will threaten our unique International Corridor 
community through upward pressure on housing and small business rents. Without affordable 
housing and manageable commercial rents, the very individuals the Purple Line is meant to 
service will be forced from the area and denied the benefits of the transit investment. 


These concerns have been voiced numerous times across years at Maryland Transit 
Administration (“MTA”) meetings, planning board meetings and hearings, county council 
meetings and hearings, and more. To date, these concerns have not been addressed and the FEIS 
brings us no closer. The Purple Line has a greater chance of success if it is designed and built in 
partnership with the communities, especially the most vulnerable, which lie along its right of 
way. We propose that government stakeholders work in partnership with impacted communities 
along the Purple Line to ensure that its construction builds families rather than displace them. 
We strongly urge MTA create a Purple Line Compact that will detail the solutions to the 
concerns that have been expressed. In Baltimore, the City, MDOT, MTA, and over 100 
signatories came together to lift up a set of commitments to ensure that Red Line construction 
would garner critical benefits for its adjacent communities and avert the challenges that its 
construction may cause. We propose mirroring that success for Purple Line communities. 


There are five critical manners in which the FEIS fails to adequately analyze and propose 
solutions for the challenges of Purple Line construction, particularly for minority and low- 
income communities. 


1. The FEIS Fails to Discuss the Indirect Impacts on Low Income and Minority 
Renters in the Purple Line Corridor 


CASA is concerned that the long-term, low income and minority populations that reside in the 
International Corridor will be forced from the area. The FEIS acknowledges that “potential 
indirect effects to environmental justice populations include increased business expenses (e.g., 
rents) from increased property values.” (FEIS at 7-14). The “benefit” of higher property values 
will not accrue to them, but rather work as a detriment to their ability to sustain their homes and 
places of business. As a result, the negative impact of Purple Line-spurred land use and 
development will be felt most acutely by the low income and minority populations who have 
made the International Corridor the culturally diverse place that it is today. The benefits 
associated with the Purple Line should not be reserved only for the wealthy who can afford to 
remain in an area when rents rise, but to all of those that make up the neighboring community 
that the Purple Line is meant to benefit. As the project is currently planned, there is inadequate 
mitigation in place in order to protect these families, individuals and small businesses from such 
2 
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displacement that would prevent them from benefitting from the Purple Line. As such, the FEIS 
fails to take into account these negative effects in its cost-benefit analysis of the project. 


CASA recognizes that the Purple Line will provide improved access to employment, educational, 
recreational, shopping and cultural opportunities. We support these benefits, each of which is 
important to the transit-dependent populations we represent. However, we strongly disagree 
with the FEIS’ conclusion that these benefits “would accrue to a higher degree to minority and 
low-income populations due to their higher reliance on transit.” (FEIS at 4-156). If minority and 
low income individuals are driven from the area due to increased property taxes and raised rents 
(and studies indicate increased property values in close proximity to transit stations), these 
benefits would not accrue to minority and low income populations at all, let alone to a higher 
degree. Basic protections against the harmful consequences that a project of this magnitude has 
on the low income population and the community cohesion must be ensured and have been 
ignored in the FEIS. 


2. The Purple Line will Disparately Impact Low-Income and Minority Communities 
in the Purple Line Corridor 


The FEIS wrongly assumes that although “sixty-nine percent of the block groups in the corridor 
are in environmental justice areas,” this does not raise an environmental justice concern because 
“the adverse effects of the project are distributed propositionally between environmental justice 
and non-environmental justice areas.” (FEIS at 4-168). This analysis is flawed in at least two 
ways. First, it fails to address whether the project could have been redesigned to travel through 
an area with a smaller low-income community. Considering only whether low-income and other 
communities within an artificially-selected site plan are affected in the same manner allows the 
FEIS to ignore an important aspect of the problem—namely, whether an alternative project 
location would have had a proportionally smaller impact on low-income and minority 
communities. Second, the FEIS ignores that the same impacts can affect low-income and high- 
income communities differently. Naturally, a rise in real estate value could be expected to harm 
a low-income community consisting primarily of renters while simultaneously benefitting a 
high-income community that consists primarily of home owners. Yet the FEIS simply states that 
the impacts of the project will be felt evenly across the project area, and fails to consider how 
those impacts might affect differently-situated communities. 


We support infrastructure investment in underserved communities when the investment is 
planned properly, however, we will not support when the infrastructure investment is intended to 
economically and racially alter the neighborhood in which it lays. Price-driven displacement 
acknowledged as a possibility in the FEIS would be negligible if the Purple Line were planned 
for a wealthier area where the residents would be able to absorb such price increases. And in the 
proposed alignment, low-income and minority residents will be more disparately impacted in 
comparison to neighbors that are not low income. The disparate impact the low-income and 
minority community will suffer must be mitigated. The FEIS provides no mitigation strategies. 
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3. The FEIS Fails to Adequately Discuss the Direct Construction Impacts on Low 
Income and Minority Neighborhoods 


The FEIS fails to provide a substantive analysis of the adverse impact that construction will have 
on small businesses located on the Purple Line corridor despite conceding that construction of 
the Purple Line will impact neighborhood quality along the corridor for a period up to five years. 
Construction will have negative impacts on some businesses, including loss of parking, difficulty 
accessing businesses, and disruption to deliveries. As the FEIS acknowledges, “[s]mall 
businesses in particular would have difficulty withstanding the resulting loss of commerce.” 
(FEIS at 4-164). 


Despite acknowledging adverse impact, the FEIS lacks a complete analysis of that impact and 
how it will be mitigated. First, according to the FEIS, the adverse impact of the construction 
will be offset, at least in part, by the increased economic activity that the completed Purple Line 
will bring to the area — a new customer base and a larger overall customer market. However, that 
assumes that small businesses will still be around after five years of construction chaos to 
experience the offsetting benefits. Second, the FEIS fails to appropriately recognize and fully 
analyze the diminution of business revenue that will result during the construction of the Purple 
OLine or the ability of small and minority business owners to withstand the impact to their 
businesses. Further consideration and additional mitigation of the construction impacts to small 
and minority owned business is necessary”. 


Despite problems with its analysis, CASA supports the MTA’s intent to develop a Business 
Impact Minimization Plan (“Plan”). We strongly urge MTA to develop the Business Impact 
Minimization Plan in partnership with the community to ensure it is effective. We also 
encourage MTA to include the Business Impact Minimization Plan within the Purple Line 
Compact. The FEIS lists practices that could be included in the Plan. This language is not strong 
enough and does not commit to creating a plan with these practices. We believe that the 
following practices not only could be included, but must be included in order to help small and 
minority owned businesses survive the Purple Line construction: 


e Maintaining Spanish-speaking outreach staff and a 24/7 construction hotline (in 
English and Spanish); 


3 By way of example, the Central Corridor Light Rail Project between Minneapolis and Saint Paul, Minnesota 
involved the implementation of a wide range of mitigation measures to reduce the impact of construction on 
small businesses. Mitigation measures included: a construction access plan and contractor incentive 
program, special signage during construction, parking assistance programs, and business assistance 
programs. The business assistance program included a business support fund which provided no-interest 
forgivable loans in amounts up to $20,000 to for-profit retail-oriented small businesses in the corridor that 
had experienced a decline in revenue due to the construction of the light rail. The loans could be used for 
basic business expenses, including payroll, inventory, rent, mortgage payments, utilities, taxes, marketing, 
and insurance. Similar mitigation measures are needed here. 
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e Ensuring access to businesses during construction for customers and deliveries; 

e Posting sufficient, and sufficiently clear, directional signage, translated where 
appropriate; 

e Developing “Open for Business” marketing and advertising tools for use during 
construction, translated where appropriate; 

e Developing marketing and advertising tools for use after construction 

e Promoting local businesses through a “Buy-Local” Campaign during and after 
construction; 

e Fostering communication between the project outreach team and local businesses 
and local support and advocacy groups; 

e Providing no-interest forgivable loans be provided; and 
Providing technical assistance to local small business owners. 


Moving forward, development of the Business Impact Mitigation Plan should directly involve 
small and minority owned businesses and local groups. In this regard, CASA urges continued 
outreach to and engagement of Spanish-speaking business owners. Finally, MTA should 
continue to identify support services and resources available for small businesses and inform 
small businesses and local community groups of their availability. 


4. Factual Inaccuracies in the FEIS 


Because we are so concerned about displacement of minority-owned small businesses and low- 
income and minority communities, it is critical to note the many ways in which the FEIS has 
stated factual inaccuracies to obviate these specific direct and indirect impacts. 


e MTA has not discussed any concerns regarding the preservation of affordable and low- 
income housing with Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties. (FEIS at 4-166). 
Instead, MTA has resisted acknowledging affordable housing as an issue that they should 
be addressing. 

e MTA has not worked with the counties and advocacy groups to support the engagement 
of local elected officials regarding affordable housing and increased commercial rents 
resulting from increased property values as the project moves forward. (FEIS at 4-167). 
While MTA has attended meetings held by other parties including county officials and 
our organization, it has never meaningfully contributed to the conversation. 

e The interim developments identified in the Sector Plan as candidates for redevelopment 
are in fact predicated upon construction of the Purple Line. (FEIS at 7-13). The Long 
Branch Sector Plan was initiated because of the Purple Line. The Sector Plan is centered 
on the Purple Line, “The Long Branch Sector Plan envisions a mixed-use, pedestrian- 
friendly, multi-cultural community that is served by the Proposed Purple Line. The Long 
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Branch Sector Plan is one in a series of land use plans for Purple Line station in 
Montgomery County.” (Long Branch Sector Plan, pg. 5)* 

e The Montgomery County Council stopped the up-zoning of the residential areas during 
phase two because it recognized the impact on housing. (FEIS at 7-13). 

e The Purple Line will be the primary driver for the social and economic change in Langley 
Park and Long Branch. (FEIS at 7-17). 

e MTA has not supported the engagement of local elected officials regarding land use 
changes such as gentrification, nor has it worked with advocacy groups to engage local 
officials around these issues. (FEIS at 7-17). Instead, MTA has resisted acknowledging 
gentrification as a legitimate concern. 

e MTA has not engaged small businesses in the Purple Line corridor in identifying 
opportunities and resources for technical assistance to businesses” (FEIS 7-18). MTA 
has merely handed out flyers regarding meetings, but has not made a good-faith attempt 
to engage the small businesses. The MTA has meaningfully engaged the property 
owners, not their commercial tenants. 

e MTA is not “working with the counties, as well as residents and business leaders, in 
planning a future vision for communities in the Purple Line corridor and in developing 
strategies to build diverse and prosperous neighborhoods.” (FEIS 7-23). Indeed, MTA 
has to date refused our requests to join with the Counties in a meeting to lay out 
mitigation plans. 


5. The FEIS Fails to Adequately Discuss Alternatives 


Finally, the FEIS contains a legally-inadequate discussion of alternatives. The FEIS itself 
recognizes that there are a number of reasonable alternatives to the selected course of action, but 
explains that CEQ guidance does not require the state to present a large number of reasonable but 
redundant alternatives. The FEIS, however, does not include an analysis of any reasonable 
alternatives; it compares the selected alternative only to a “no action.” The “no action” 
alternative is not reasonable, because it plainly does not achieve the project’s purpose and need. 
The result is that the FEIS, while quite lengthy, contains no comparison at all between the 
selected alternative and any alternative that could address the project’s purpose, despite the 
FEIS’ own disclosure that such alternatives exist. CEQ guidance permitting the state to 
eliminate redundant alternatives in the scoping and draft stages cannot be relied on to justify 
comparing the selected alternative to no reasonable alternative. 


In conclusion, MTA must increase its efforts to work with the affected county governments 
along the Purple Line corridor and with advocacy groups to promote the engagement of local 


4 
http://www.montgomeryplanning.org/community/longbranch/documents/LB_PH_draft_20121228_web.pdf 
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elected officials in developing policies to mitigate land use changes such as gentrification. 
Affordable housing and rents are crucial to maintaining the character of the corridor and 
allowing the benefits of the Purple Line to inure to the entire community—including the low 
income and immigrant populations who currently live there. 


CASA supports the Purple Line but we also have deep concerns. To address these concerns, we 
strongly urge you to create a Purple Line Compact. If you have questions, contact Zorayda 
Moreira-Smith at zmoreira@casamd.org or 240-491-5761. 





Zorayda Moreira-Smith 
Manager of Housing, Community, and Economic Development 
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Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association 


soeca.board@gmail.com 
Resending comments plus 1 appendix. 


Jean Cavanaugh 
Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association 


On Mon, Oct 21, 2013 at 4:14 PM, Seven Oaks / Evanswood Citizens' 
Association <soeca.board@gmail.com> wrote: 


> See attached joint response from Park Hills Civic Association and 
Oe Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD 

<o 

> This message was sent on behalf of the Seven Oaks / Evanswood 
Sea aibr by Jean Cavanaugh, Association President. 

> 


This message was sent on behalf of the Seven Oaks / Evanswood 
Citizens’ 

Association by Jean Cavanaugh, Association President. 
PL_FEIS_joint_resoonse_PHCA_SOECA _final_Oct_21_2013-1.pdf 
(632 kb) 

Wayne Ave TPSS Appendix 1 for FEIS Oct 2013.pdf (383 kb) 








October 21, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street — Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Contact: Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, soeca.board@gmail.com 
Park Hills Civic Association, melchris@erols.com 


Comments about the Final Environmental Impact Statement from the Park Hills Civic 
Association and the Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring 


Overview 


Residents of the Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood sections of Silver Spring and East Silver 
Spring, totaling about one thousand households, overwhelmingly support mass transit. We feel 
strongly that if we are to invest a significant sum of public funds to design and build a Purple 
Line light-rail system, one that will permanently impact our natural and built environment in 
profound ways, then it needs to be done right. Our response to the Purple Line Final 
Environmental Impact Statement addresses the following areas of concern: 


e Noise and vibration issues 

e Visual impacts on local environment 

e Traction power substation 

e Watershed impacts on Sligo Creek and Federal Clean Water Act Compliance 
e Loss of mature tree canopy on Wayne / Impacts to school property 

e Future Dale Drive Station 

e Pedestrian and traffic safety challenges 

e Mitigation during construction activity 


For the record, we object to the short timeline for response to the very large, unwieldy and 
technical Purple Line FEIS. The FEIS introduces a lot of new issues that we have not discussed 
nor had time to closely review. 


Our residential neighborhoods straddle the Wayne Avenue corridor between Fenton Street and 
Sligo Creek Parkway in Silver Spring. Our residents and patrons and employees of several 
neighborhood institutions will bear the brunt of the Purple Line’s impact. Our neighborhoods, 
as well as nearby Sligo Branview neighborhood along Wayne Avenue, host the unique stretch of 
the 16-mile rail line where it is proposed that trains will travel close to front doors of homes in 
long-established neighborhoods while sharing lanes with cars on a smaller county road. As 
long-time observers of and participants in the local planning discussions, we are concerned that 
the high quality of investments are not being made equally across the length of the Purple Line 
system. 


Park Hills Civic Association and Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD 1 


Furthermore, given that portions of Wayne Avenue have been designated “Environmental 
Justice” areas, we ask that the Maryland Transit Administration do more to significantly reduce 
impacts on residents, as well as employ sufficient mitigation measures to offset adverse effects 
including: noise and vibration, visual “noise” of catenary lines, nuisance of a large power 
substation in a tight residential area, watershed degradation and loss of verdant hillside on 
public school property due to road widening, elimination of nearly the entire mature tree 
canopy, loss of private property and right-of-way green space, vulnerability of upzoning for the 
residential area adjacent to a proposed station, potential for road traffic to collide with trains, 
and pedestrian dangers of complex intersections at Dale Drive and Sligo Creek Parkway — 
particularly for children attending the public middle and elementary schools located on Wayne 
Avenue. 


Given that this proposed light-rail line will be the State of Maryland’s first foray into a 
significantly single-family residential community, it is in everyone’s interests that the Purple 
Line serve as a showcase for future light rail projects in sensitive and established 
neighborhoods. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities request the MTA 
establish a working group with residents to meet monthly on design, implementation, 
construction and operation issues, with oversight of its progress outside of Purple Line staff, 
as we embark together on building this new transit system in our region. 


1. Noise & Vibration Issues 


As residents who have attended, and in some cases convened, numerous meetings with the 
MTA Purple Line project team over the past 7 years, it is disconcerting to learn for the first time 
with the release of this FEIS in September of 2013, that noise impacts will extend to “500 feet 
of the planned route, both during construction and once trains began passing by 70 times a 
day,” as pointed out by the Washington Post. It was incumbent upon the State to inform 
residents of these detrimental impacts far earlier. We have had no time to react. 


The same Washington Post article also revealed to local residents new details on the 
construction of the nearby Plymouth tunnel, a process that we are only new told will take 2% 
years and one that will involve considerable noise, particularly during the blasting phase. 


The FEIS does not document the current noise level in our neighborhood, which is very quiet at 
night. We are greatly concerned that too little attention was given in the FEIS technical report 
on the overall problem of noise with which we will have to live for decades; a total of only four 
sentences to address noise avoidance and minimization — a major quality-of-life issue for the 
hundreds of Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood residents who live within 500 feet of the 
Purple Line, to wit: 


e Given the steep grade of slope for one half mile on Wayne Avenue, as well as degree of 


curvature, wheel squeal is inevitable to some degree and a legitimate concern, and that 
is so identified by MTA. There are measures that can be used to minimize wheel squeal 
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that involve track lubrication (as in San Diego’s light rail, as well as Seattle’s system); 
however, as pointed out by Gary Erenrich from Montgomery County’s Department of 
Transportation, “it is unlikely that lubricating systems will be utilized on road surfaces 
that involve mixed traffic on a grade.” .” That the County has already ruled out one of 
the only known remedies for wheel squeal known to be effective, and MTA knew for 
some time that it is ruled out for shared lanes on Wayne, this extremely serious 
consequence for residents should be addressed in depth in any FEIS but MTA gives it no 
attention whatsoever. This is engineering, this is environmental impact on thousands of 
residents, and it is a glaring absence in this FEIS. 

e It is discouraging to learn, in an independent assessment from a professional 
engineering firm, that, (1) “the MTA analysis contains a highly questionable assumed 
benefit from vehicle skirts” and, (2) “over time, wheels can get ‘flat’ and tracks can 
become rough due to ‘rolling contact fatigue’ - thus, without rigorous maintenance (e.g., 
wheel ‘truing’ and rail ‘grinding’), light rail noise can increase 5-10 dBA. Continued 
community attention is reasonable.” This same engineer concluded that, “if wheel 
squeal is properly addressed in the design process and maintained when the system is in 
operation, wheel squeal is a solvable problem.” 

e Finally, given that the tracks will be unheated, we are also concerned about the 
potential need to run the Purple Line continuously through the night during winter so 
that frozen precipitation does not adversely/prohibitively affect performance. 


Our communities request a high level of attention to Purple Line noise; this is a fundamental 
quality of life issue for our residents. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood need special 
assistance with wheel squeal on Wayne Avene - particularly eastbound between Cedar Street 
and where the road approaches Sligo Creek where braking and negotiating the curves on the 
downhill will cause severe squeal - since lubrication of the tracks in mixed traffic is not an 
option. Sound barrier walls are also not an option. At the very minimum, the Purple Line will 
have to travel very slowly through the Wayne Avenue corridor. If the Purple Line is funded 
through a Public Private Partnership (P3) mechanism, contract requirements must include the 
rigorous maintenance required to keep wheel noise to a minimum, and specific speed level 
requirements. 


Additional noise from the “future” Dale Drive Station will adversely impact nearby neighbors. 
At least seventy trains are expected to stop at the station daily on each side, which will add to 
the noise from train signals and announcements. Special care must be taken to reduce both 
the sound of announcements, and arrival and departure signals that will impact the single 
family homes directly adjacent to the station, as well as the hundreds of homes within a half 
mile radius. Acceptable noise levels for both the construction and operation of the Purple Line 
must meet not Federal standards as indicated in the FEIS, but the stricter more realistics 
standards of Montgomery County. We request a full review of noise mitigation options. 


2. Visual Impacts on Local Environment 
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MTA categorizes the Wayne Ave corridor a “high impact” area which means the visual impact of 
the Purple Line and its infrastructure will cause “an extensive change to the visual character” of 
our neighborhood. 


The presence of catenary wires and their extensive supporting infrastructure, including power 
substations and their concomitant industrial strength, long, and high fencing truck-sized access 
for maintenance, will significantly degrade the visual environment of our residential, tree 
canopied, single family detached home neighborhood. Our neighborhoods are in the VAU-4 
area in the FEIS. 


MTA, after five years of engineering work, does not address, in the FEIS, visual impact 
mitigation for our high visual impact neighborhood, although it has done visual mitigation work 
in other sections of the route. Our neighborhoods expect stipulation if there is approval of this 
FEIS that MTA must remedy the visual impact in this VAU-4 area with comparable investment in 
budget and skill that it has expended for years in other sectors. 


MTA renderings of the Purple Line on Wayne Avenue do not adequately or realistically capture 
the negative visual impact wrought by the light-rail line and its attendant hardware. We 
request MTA revisit options for a catenary-free systems like ones that are being employed in 
Europe and Asia. If a catenary system is used, we would like to see substantial investment by 
the County and State to minimize the effect of catenary wires. 


The following visual impacts have neither been depicted on MTA drawings or maps, nor 
addressed with specific mitigation plans for residents in any aggregate matter. Most were 
discovered by residents only on September 7, 2013 when the FEIS volumes were released, and 
the existence of these items is buried in the data in the voluminous engineering conceptual 
drawings. 


We urge that MTA is required to create visually accurate visuals depicting Wayne Avenue 
with the Purple Line and its infrastructure, showing how it will treat and mitigate, for the 
residences facing Wayne Avenue, the following elements which only appeared publicly in the 
FEIS fine print: 


e Actual width of Wayne Avenue with Purple Line, showing before and after, when it is all 
built; 


e Where, how many, and what kind of, Catenary Upright Poles and their wires, along 
residential Wayne Avenue in terms of frequency, color, height, placement; 


e Whether catenary wires and new traffic signals are anchored to the sides of the street 
(in front yards) for the entire residential length of Wayne or are on a high chrome 
trusses across the street (which would also be anchored in front yards); 
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Whether new traffic lights will span Wayne on large and high metallic trusses as 
happens for the light rail all around Baltimore, but unlike anything in this residential, 
verdant neighborhood; 


New “retaining walls” all the way along Wayne Avenue which appear in detail on some 
MTA blueprints but have not been discussed with residents; 


“New Signalized Pedestrian Crosswalks” MTA includes in its FEIS Chapter 4, 4.19.5 for 
residential Wayne Avenue, but never talked about with residents; 


Unacceptable clear-cutting of the scarce tree canopy along this Environmental Justice 
area on Wayne Avenue, the “before and after” all the old trees are removed, because — 
according to some MTA documents -- the MTA will destroy all trees along the route; 
MTA should revisit the Wayne Avenue route with the County’s ROW arborist and 
identify trees to save, which is possible with attentive planning; 


Sparse canopy for the next 20 years: MTA has never shown a tree replacement plan, 
actual heights of replacement trees, if and where they will be planted, plan for replacing 
those that don’t survive which statistics show are usually about 1 in 3, and what the 
route will look like in the next few decades, as it will take 15-20 years for any canopy to 
grow back; 


A half mile of new bright street lights all along residential Wayne resulting in powerful 
light pollution for residents and the seniors’ residential community that front the street; 


Dark spots where pedestrians are on foot approaching bright stations; 


The before and after plan for Sligo Creek Cabin Park and its trees and the rerouting of 
Sligo Creek itself; 


Significant change along Wayne Avenue for curbs and storm drainage along Wayne 
Avenue; 


Treatment of and impact on the more than 45 private driveways along Wayne Avenue; 


Retaining walls on school property and in front of single family homes. 


We support the Art in Transit program where appropriate in our neighborhoods. We also urge 
MTA to work closely with the Montgomery County Planning Department in redesigning the 
bridge over Sligo Creek to improve aesthetics that will mark this gateway to Silver Spring and 
homage to the natural feature of Sligo Creek and Sligo Creek Park. 


3. Traction Power Substation Nuisance 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities strongly urge MTA to move the traction 
power substation (TPSS) from its proposed site on Wayne Avenue at Cloverfield Road to 
another less residential location, and to bury that substation. 
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Given the significant expenditures that MTA is willing to make for other communities along the 
Purple Line (e.g., the optional $40-50 million overpass at Connecticut Avenue, sound baffling 
along the Capital Crescent Trail, two golf cart underpasses for the Columbia Country Club), we 
find the proposal to locate a traction power substation on Wayne Avenue near Cloverfield Road 
and “disguise” it with a high wall or “fake house” to be highly inadequate, particularly with 
respect to this residential area that MTA categorizes as a “design sensitive area.” 


We are pleased that County Executive Ike Leggett and our 5"" District Councilmember Valerie 
Ervin support residents’ desire to see this power substation relocated and buried. There is a 
growing movement among planners nationwide that substations and their settings must 
become more “neighborhood-friendly,” or power substations will never be let into established 
neighborhoods. 


We are encouraged that MTA has engaged the Residential Wayne Avenue Working Group on 
Purple Line Design — representatives from four adjacent civic associations whose boundaries 

run along or near Wayne Avenue — on the issue of relocating the power substation. We have 
been waiting since April 2013 for assessment of power substation location options. 


We endorse the study and recommendations by the Wayne Avenue Working Group on Purple 
Line Design calling for the traction power substation to be moved from the 
Cloverfield/Greenbrier location and buried, attached as Appendix 1 to this response. 


4. Watershed Impacts on Sligo Creek and Federal Clean Water Act Compliance 


Given the increased impervious surface due to road widening, as well as the installation of the 
paved hiker/biker “Green Trail” — in combination with significant loss of tree canopy along the 
Wayne Avenue corridor (see section below), the Purple Line route through the Sligo Creek 
watershed must be carefully designed and constructed through close coordination with M- 
NCPPC Montgomery County Planning Department environmental staff, Department of 
Environmental Protection, Department of Permitting Services stormwater and sediment control 
permit review, with oversight and coordination from the Maryland Department of the 
Environment and Department of Natural Resources in order to fully comply with federal Clean 
Water Act mandates. 


Montgomery County DEP is charged locally with administering the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit Program, an 
EPA regulatory program administered in Maryland by the Maryland Department of the 
Environment . The program is intended to reduce and eliminate pollution from rainfall runoff, 
which flows through storm drain systems to local streams, ponds, and other waterways. 
Specifically, the goal of the MS4 Permit program is to restore and maintain the chemical, 
physical, and biological integrity of the nation's waters, as defined in the Clean Water Act, by 
controlling previously uncontrolled sources of pollution across the landscape that are 
transported by rainfall runoff or stormwater. 
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Sligo Creek, in particular, is subject to pollutant loading limits defining maximum amounts of 
pollutants that it can receive in order to meet water quality standards. MTA must work with 
DEP and the Montgomery County Planning Department to assure compliance with federally 
mandated Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) allowed under the Clean Water Act. During 
tunnel construction at Manchester and Wayne, bridge construction over Sligo Creek on 
Wayne, Best Management Practices and additional measures must be taken to completely 
control sediment and erosion, as well as restricting the flow of toxins, trash, and other 
materials that will impair Sligo Creek beyond the TMDLs set by the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


Moving beyond the construction phase, use of “green tracks,” including infiltration under the 
tracks, in sensitive areas such as Sligo Creek will work to reduce heavy metals, salt, organic 
molecules, and nutrients from entering the creek. 


According to Doug Redmond, Natural Resources Manager for the County’s Department of 
Parks, the environmental impact of mature tree loss, and their protective shade which helps 
keep temperatures cooler, can be significant. In addition to the environmental harm caused by 
the loss of tree canopy, imperviousness is probably the biggest single negative impact on an 
urban watershed: rainfall tends to run off into streams, with the water being warm and dirty. 
The good news is that under Maryland’s Stormwater Management Act of 2007, the 
requirement for stormwater management and sediment control for projects has changed its 
focus. Asa result of the Purple Line project, there will be an opportunity to implement 
stormwater management practices that are presently absent. Additionally, Park Hills and Seven 
Oaks Evanswood residents will monitor - under the watchful eye of the County and State, we 
expect - the relocation of Sligo Creek both 180 feet upstream and downstream of the Wayne 
Avenue bridge. 


We will also be depending on the Maryland Department of Natural Resources to ensure that 
MTA’s project plans will comply with the statutory and regulatory requirements of the 
Maryland Scenic and Wild Rivers Act to assure that the Purple Line will not jeopardize the 
scenic value of the Sligo Creek stream valley. 


5. Loss of Mature Tree Canopy on Wayne / Impacts to School Property 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood greatly value our tree canopy for its aesthetics, health 
benefits, air cleaing, noise absorbing and stormwater management functions. 


According to MTA representative Mike Madden in October 2010, MTA had not yet counted the 
number of trees that would be removed along the Wayne Avenue corridor, stating that the tree 
inventory would be done during the Preliminary Engineering phase. However, in July 2013 
when asked at a community meeting about tree canopy loss, MTA declined to present the 
inventory. “We would like to present this information to the group at a future meeting,” MTA 
officials said. Our tree canopy is a major visual characteristic of our neighborhoods. We urge 
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MTA to start now to implement a local native canopy trees replacement plan to at least 
partially mitigate what will be a huge loss to our community. 


We are also deeply saddened that the reconfiguration of the parking lot at the Silver Spring 
International Middle School will result in additional loss of tree canopy — green space that is 
enjoyed daily by students, parents, and teachers. Once again, we encourage MTA to release 
tree removal and replanting plans now to mitigate tree loss on MCPS property, ROW, and 
private property. 


Montgomery County has recently passed legislation reflecting the replacement value of mature 
trees. We would like to see MTA go beyond required replacement minimums to mitigate for 
specimen tree loss throughout the ROW and on parkland. MTA, in removing valuable and 
irreplaceable mature tree canopy, must focus on planting native canopy trees to eventually 
mitigate that loss. If the Purple Line is funded through a Public Private Partnership (P3) 
arrangement, the contract requirements must include planting and monitoring of trees over a 
three year period, until the survivability of each tree is ascertained. 


It is important to point out that road widening is only one reason for the loss of trees on Wayne 
Avenue; the paved hiker/biker “Green Trail” is the other. The Residential Wayne Avenue 
working group has introduced the idea to county planners of planting new native canopy 
trees now, and to also look into planting on private lawns, where owners welcome the idea 
of hosting a tree. MTA should also fund removal of stumps so as to allow for additional tree 
planting. We will continue to work with MTA and the County on ways to minimize tree loss 
along Wayne Avenue. 


6. Future Dale Drive Station 


Montgomery County councilmembers affirmed that a station at Dale Drive would not be 
constructed without “community consensus.” Councilmembers did not define “consensus” or 
establish a method for collecting that consensus. We urge MTA to work with the Montgomery 
County Council to fund and collect data that will reflect community support — or a lack 
thereof - for a Dale Drive Station before determining whether to build that station. 


The Purple Line Functional Master Plan’s key features of the Dale Drive Station concept plan 
include: 


e there is no intent or desire to change the zoning in the single-family residential 
neighborhoods in and around the Wayne Avenue/Dale Drive intersection, if a station is 
established at this location in the future; 


e the station is not included in initial construction phase; the timing of implementation to 
be determined; 


e platform in median of Wayne Avenue; and 
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e access for walk-up users and persons with disabilities only. 


One major downside to the proposed plan is that four stations in quick succession from the 
Silver Spring Transit Center in the space of only about a mile and a half, combined with the 
route traveling comingled with traffic along a road with many intersections, residences facing 
the train, an elementary and middle school, will negatively impact the speed of the light-rail 
line. 


A much larger downside to the proposed Dale Drive station is that the surrounding residential 
area would then be vulnerable to upzoning given that, as a current practice, high density 
around transit stops is desired to maximize both ridership and public investment in a major 
transit line. We are encouraged by both the County’s Purple Line Functional Master Plan and 
District 5 Councilmember Valerie Ervin’s assertion on behalf of County Council that, “there is no 
intent or desire” to develop the area around the proposed Dale station. Nevertheless, County 
residents have been given such assurances in the past regarding upzoning, only to see them 
forgotten. For this reason, the Residential Wayne Avenue working group will continue to work 
with County Council and Montgomery Planning Department staff to enact protective measures 
to ensure that the area around Dale and Wayne retains its single-family home residential 
character. 


7. Pedestrian & Traffic Safety Challenges 


Wayne Avenue is the only section of the Purple Line where it is proposed that trains will run on 
the street while sharing lanes with cars. In Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities, 
Wayne Avenue runs for about a half mile from a commercial area in downtown Silver Spring, 
past single family homes, a multiunit retirement community of nearly 200 active seniors and 
staff, a public middle school and elementary school, 45 driveways to single family homes, and a 
very well used county park. Multiple county agencies oversee slices of these issues, but MTA 
has responsibility for the overall pie and has yet to offer a coordinated presentation of the 
aggregate pedestrian and traffic safety plan for all of these pieces. 


Our first concern is the safety of our children, and the children of neighboring communities who 
traverse Wayne Avenue to go to school or downtown Silver Spring. Many of the children of Park 
Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood, in addition to those from other communities along the Purple 
Line’s route, will cross Purple Line tracks or walk next to the tracks most days of the week while 
commuting to or from either Sligo Creek Elementary School or Silver Spring International 
Middle School. The County has suggested “safety fencing” all along the street, but the 
residents want other options rather than even more walls and hardware in our residential area. 
MTA must work with Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS) to implement a Purple Line 
safety education program for all children in the two schools in our neighborhood. 


Given the challenge and danger of having to cross the Purple Line, the Green Trail, local buses, 


and Dale Drive traffic, MCPS recommends consideration of a controlled signal intersection and 
using the best and most protective pedestrian safety engineering at Wayne Avenue and Dale 
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Drive. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood residents have also been informed that MTA, in 
conjunction with Montgomery County Park & Planning and the County Department of 
Transportation, has developed a working relationship with MCPS and already convened a 
number of meetings with representatives from both schools to work out various planning 
challenges related to the Purple Line — such as bus movements before and after school, 
automobile traffic at drop-off/pick-up times, and parking space for school staff. Park Hills and 
Seven Oaks residents are very concerned, however, that sidewalks along both sides of Wayne 
Avenue be given buffers to prevent pedestrians from being forced to walk immediately next to 
a widened road carrying vehicular traffic and a light-rail train. 


Our communities are also concerned that the FEIS Transportation chapter neglects discussion 
of physical changes required for safety. We request MTA research and report on the maximum 
safe speed for the Purple Line on Wayne Avenue by providing data from the experience of 
other cities where light rail shares lanes, as the Purple Line will pass dozens of street front 
homes, 45 private driveways, seven neighborhood side streets, several churches, stores, parks, 
bus stops, schools as discussed above, a multi-unit resident for seniors, on a steeply sloped and 
curved, highly traveled road. Research is critical to determine a speed safe for sudden braking 
while traveling downhill on Wayne Avenue with a fully loaded train, in the event a child or out 
of control cyclist from the bike path suddenly appears in the road. These safety details are not 
covered in the FEIS. 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities would like to know if State or Federal law 
requires crossing gates at certain or all intersections, as are used in Baltimore. If crossing gates 
must be used, what is the noise level, infrastructure footprint, and physical space needed? Will 
additional traffic signals be installed on Wayne Avenue to better manage cross traffic? 


We would like to see a discussion of these pedestrian and traffic safety questions in the FEIS: 


e How will MTA manage pedestrian crossings which are now at uncontrolled 
intersections? 

e Specifically, residents and employees of the Springvale Terrace retirement home must 
access the Ride On bus stop on the east side of Wayne Avenue at Springvale Road. 
Now, they cross at their peril at a marked but uncontrolled pedestrian crosswalk. How 
will MTA manage that pedestrian crossing? 

e Where will other pedestrian crosswalks be placed on Wayne Avenue and what 
additional new pedestrian safety technology will be used? 

e How does traffic moves if a car, truck or bus breaks down on Wayne Avenue. 

e Will there be a system of fast response and removal in place? 

e The same applies for trains breaking down. How will those trains be moved, and to 
where? 

e What is the MTA requirement for train operators to hit their “warning clang” when 
vehicles, bicycles or pedestrians come too close to the train? 
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With increased traffic jams expected during construction and, at the least, early operation of 
the Purple Line, MTA must work with MCDOT and the Planning Department to protect the 
interior streets of single family home neighborhoods on either side of Wayne Avenue from cut- 
through traffic which is trying to circumvent heavy traffic. New “left turn lanes” may divert 
traffic off of Wayne Avenue onto Cedar Street and Dale Drive. MTA should work with County 
Department of Transportation to assess and propose traffic calming measures such as curb 
bump outs, speed tables or other devices that will discourage cut through traffic while keeping 
neighborhood residents and their children safe. 


8. Mitigation During Construction Activity 


We have the following general comments about the impact of Purple Line construction as they 
affect the Park Hills and Seven Oaks — Evanswood neighborhoods. 


Temporary Construction Activities. We request that MTA use vacant or publicly-owned 
property, rather than privately-owned and developed property, for temporary construction 
activities. Moreover, we request that MTA restore properties affected through a temporary 
easement to an acceptable pre-construction condition following construction activities. We 
further request that, during construction that MTA provide parking facilities for County, MTA 
and contractor employees in a location or locations that do not adversely affect the quality of 
life of our residents. 


Community Facilities within the Study Area. With regard to the significant public and private 
facilities — Sligo Creek Elementary School, Silver Spring International Middle School, Springvale 
Senior Community, and St. Michael’s church — within our neighborhoods, we request that 
there be regular and timely communication between the project contractor, MTA and other 
government agencies about any project activities that might adversely impact these facilities, 
with particular attention to the noise, vibration, traffic and construction impacts of construction 
activities. We would like to be kept timely informed of plans for the reconstruction of 
roadways, bicycle lanes, and the addition of new sidewalks 


Proposed Staging Areas. With regard to the Proposed Staging Areas, we request that these 
areas be properties that will be acquired for the project. 


Visual Assessment Units (VAU) (4-80). Because the Park Hills — Seven Oaks/Evanswood 


communities will be highly impacted by the project and as they considered an area of visual 
sensitivity, we request that the project contractor and the MTA use all means to improve the 
visual character of the project area, during construction and during project operations. We 
support the proposed use of the Art-In-Transit program to enhance key elements of the project. 


Noise Sources Related to LRT Vehicle Operations (4-107). We request that MTA keep the 


community informed about its progress towards developing a a Bell & Horn Policy for the 
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Purple Line that would impact the Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities. We 
would request a policy that both maximizes safety of our residents and visitors, but one that 
also takes into account the residential nature of our neighborhoods. 


Noise During Construction. We request that MTA require the project contractor to take the 
following steps to minimize noise and vibration during construction: 


e Notify the community of all blasting operations well before the activities commence. 

e Schedule blasting or pile driving activities during hours that would least impact residents 

e Divert heavy equipment and construction equipment movements away from sensitive 
receptors by utilizing roadways that contain a limited number of residential or sensitive 
structures. 

e Hire a Blasting Consultant with adequate experience in performing controlled blasting. 

e Set vibration limits for blasting 

e Monitor the vibration of each blast. 

e Conduct test blasts prior to full production blasts. 

e Conduct pre-construction survey and post-construction survey in sensitive areas. 


With regard to Project Construction (4-109), we urge 


e MTA to conduct construction activities ONLY during the daytime 

e Conduct truck loading, unloading and hauling operations in a manner that minimizes 
noise. 

e Route construction equipment and other vehicles carrying spoil, concrete, or other 
materials over routes that would cause the least disturbance to residents in the vicinity 
of the activity. 

e Locate site stationary equipment away from residential areas to the extent reasonably 
feasible with the site/staging area 

e Employ the best available control technologies to limit excessive noise when working 
near residences. 


Hazardous Materials 4.16 (4-134). According to MTA, in addition to impacts resulting from pre- 
existing contamination in the study area, the operation and the maintenance of the Purple Line 
could be associated with petroleum releases from the equipment and materials associated with 
the project. To this end, we request that MTA should release timely and publicly information on 
hazardous material encountered during construction, as well as information regarding the 
release of hazardous materials during operations. Moreover, MTA and the project contractor 
should take all possible means to secure any hazardous materials associated with construction 
or project operations so that they will not be a danger to the community. The Park Hills/Seven 
Oaks — Evanswood communities request that they be kept regularly informed about the storage 
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and use of hazardous materials in the Wayne Avenue corridor or anywhere in the project area 
adjacent to the Park Hills/Seven Oaks-Evanswood communities. 


Conclusion 


It is important to note that this is the first time MTA is building a light-rail line on shared streets 
through a single-family residential community. It is our fervent hope that the Purple Line serves 
as a showplace light-rail system. The Purple Line must be designed and constructed with great 
care devoted to all of the aesthetic, environmental, traffic calming, safety, noise abatement 
measures raised in our report. Otherwise, we fear that the Purple Line will result in a degraded 
Wayne Avenue corridor, which is turn will degrade the quality of life for the many nearby 
residents. We foresee the construction of other future light-rail projects in similarly sensitive 
residential areas, and it is critical that Maryland invest enough money, effort, and resources 
into the Purple Line so that other communities will want to emulate the example in Silver 
Spring. 


Very sincerely yours, 


Park Hills Civic Association Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association 
Alan Bowser, President Jean Cavanaugh, President 

Chris Richardson, Vice-President Michael Gurwitz, Vice President 

Paul Guinnessy, Secretary Tom Armstrong, Secretary 

Leslie Kramer Downey, Treasurer Bill Kaupert, Treasurer 
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Introduction 


John M. Fitzgerald, Christine Real de Azua, Dedun Ingram and Center 
for Sustainable Economy (CSE) hereby offer the following comments on 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the proposed 
Purple Line Project. John M. Fitzgerald, Christine Real de Azua and 
Dedrun Ingram are individuals residing in the area affected by the Purple 
Line Project whose interests will be harmed by the project in a number of 
ways: the project will diminish the quality and the extent of their use and 
enjoyment of their homes on Elm Street, the street paralleling that 
portion the proposed Purple Line Capital Crescent Trail, the trail which 
they use often for recreation and fitness, Elm Street, Leland Center and 
Rock Creek Parks and the species, services and features thereof. 
Fitzgerald and Real de Azua are also active members of Center for 
Sustainable Economy. 


Center for Sustainable Economy is a non-profit advocate for the 
transition to an economy based on principles of social, environmental, 
and economic sustainability. CSE has active members who reside in and 
around the project area who will be harmed by the loss of aesthetic, 
historic, ecological, and economic resources of urban forests, streams, 
and open spaces. CSE also has an interest in protecting these green 
infrastructure elements for their benefits in reducing water quality 
management costs downstream and generating a host of ecosystem 
services of great benefit to surrounding communities. 


The Maryland State Department of Transportation is planning to seek 
Federal and private funding to build and operate a light railroad across 
Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties just north of the District of 
Columbia. It would cross Rock Creek Park and negatively and 
permanently affect Rock Creek Park, several other parks, forests, 
migratory birds, and the Rock Creek watershed that contains a highly 
endangered species, the Hay’s Spring amphipod. This small crustacean 
is a key part of the ground water and creek ecosystems, turning leaves 
into nutrients for other species. It is highly sensitive to water pollution of 
the sort expected to be generated by the construction and operation of 
the Purple Line. 


The primary publicly stated purpose for building the Purple Line, 
and for routing over the path of a former railroad and a hiking and biking 
trail is to alleviate east-west traffic congestion and strengthen east-west 
transit between College Park and Bethesda. However, the unstated, 
underlying driving force for the proposal is to enable large-scale 
residential and commercial development at Connecticut Avenue and 
along the Capitol Crescent Trail mainly to Silver Spring and to provide 
those new residents with access to Bethesda that is easier than taking a 
walk, a bike, a bus, a pedal cab or motor cab or a new dedicated bus 
line. Any of these could cost much less and lead to less net pollution 
and risk to the communities affected. 


The direct cost to taxpayers of the construction can be measured 
in millions of dollars and five years of interruptions. The indirect, 
unavoidable costs of construction and operation include the lost 
opportunities to pay within existing tax rates for projects that are already 
built, and for several already planned as well as the potential losses 
inherent in an undrafted contract with private partners. 


Maryland has committed similar errors in recent years primarily 
driven by one major private developer and for which citizens are still 
paying in the form of higher taxes, lost opportunities and lost 
ecosystems. A prime example is the InterCountyConnector, as set out 
in Bethesda Magazine in September 2013, for which traffic and revenue 
have turned out to be far lower than projected, and for which costs 
escalated from the initial estimate of $1 billion to as much as $4 billion 
including interest payments[1] --payments which are still today draining 
the State’s Transportation Trust Fund. 


In these comments we outline several fatal flaws in the 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Purple Line. The project 
proponent and the State may believe that the EIS standards need not be 
met due to an attempted waiver for similar projects in the 2012 Highway 
Act that has not yet been tested in court as applied to this project in 
particular. That waiver, however, does not waive the Federal and state 
requirements that such proponents comply with other laws and state 
fully, and without misleading or withholding, in any EIS or other such 
statements , all information relevant to government permits or funding. 
This a fails to meet that standard and places all agencies relying on it 
at risk. 


Therefore, should the objections raised in these comments not 
be satisfactorily addressed in the near future, we will have to considering 
further action, beginning with a sixty days’ notice of the intent of 
coauthors to sue to uphold the laws affected and prevent harm to the 
resources, wildlife, and people that the Purple Line project puts at risk. 


Main Points 


1) There are serious flaws in the EIS, including the failure to disclose 
the presence of a highly endangered species, the Hay’s Spring 
amphipod, Stygobromus hayi, downstream in Rock Creek Park, which, 
through required interagency consultation by the Federal funding 
agency, and possible litigation by concerned citizens, including the 
coauthors of these comments, is likely to alter and/or delay and increase 
the cost of the project; 


2) The EIS understates the extent and cost of the loss of tree canopy 
and natural green space and of its stormwater runoff and air and water 
pollution reduction, shade-providing, noise and wind buffering, and other 


environmental services. 


3) The above-ground option for the Purple Line would result in the 
degradation of Parks, in violations of Section 4(f) Park Protections in the 
Transportation Act — that are beyond the legal limit of De Minimus; and 
in hazards to school children -- from Nursery through High School -- that 
are beyond cavalier. 


4) Migratory Bird Treaty Act — Some potential impacts and potentially 
illegal bird kills are ignored. 


5) The Environmental Compliance Plan is not included as it is not yet 
developed — Proposed zoning changes and ensuing development 
associated with the Line are also not covered. Therefore the impact of 
the actions cannot be assessed based on this EIS and the EIS is 
inadequate as an legal assessment or as a basis for prior informed 
consent or decision-making per se. 


In addition: 


6) Key elements of any binding contract between public and private 
partners for the construction and operation of the Line are obviously not 
yet available nor ready for inclusion in the "request for qualifications" that 
will be sent out and lead to a joint application for that Federal funding; 


7) Many other elements of the environmental and economic 
performance that will be required by State and Federal law in order to 
obtain Federal and state funding, including the Compliance Plan, are 
mere guesses at this stage, while the numbers have been arrayed so as 
to cast the project in the best light, which barely made it over the Federal 
standard for such matches at an earlier stage; and 


8) Many better alternatives for inner east-west flow 
improvements are available (yet not assessed fully) and the costs of 
pursuing this one opportunity would preclude all of those and many other 
worthy transportation projects meeting additional and more pressing 
needs at lower risk and lower cost. 


Discussion of Main Points 


1) The EIS admits an impact on wetlands but ignores key wetlands and 
a highly endangered wetlands-dependent species. 


The EIS admits that a Section 404 Clean Water Act permit will be 
required due to the apparent impact on wetlands but appears to ignore 
the impacts on some wetlands such as Coquelin Run in Chevy Chase 
and completely omits the threat to a highly endangered species 
downstream. 


The EIS does not disclose that a wetlands-dependent 
endangered species, the Hay’s Spring amphipod, has its only known 
population in and near Rock Creek. Rock Creek and its many tributaries 
to it, will have their sediment loads and pollutant loads increased for five 
years in all likelihood due to construction of the Purple Line. It is 
probable that Rock Creek’s sediment and pollution loads will be 
increased to some extent for a considerably longer period. 


Sediment and pollution were cited as primary threats to the 
endangered Hay’s Spring amphipod and a potentially more rare relative, 
Kenk’s amphipod, in the official Endangered Species Bulletin of the US 
Fish and Wildlife Service (which summarized scholarly articles and 
recent grants to the Maryland Department of Natural Resources for 
status surveys). See 


http://www.fws.gov/ENDANGERED/bulletin/2002/01 -02/08-09. pdf; 
The report stated: 


Obvious vulnerability comes from the narrow distribution in the 
specialized subterranean habitat, and threats come from potential 
groundwater pollution. The urban area surrounding the park poses 
potential risks due to toxic spills (such as oil and gas), nonpoint source 
inputs (such as fertilizers and pesticides), land disturbances, sewer 
leaks, and excessive stormwater flows that might adversely affect 
groundwater. Except for parklands, additional potential habitat where 
Hay’s Spring amphipod populations may have occurred in the District 
has largely been lost to development. 


Another vulnerable species, Kenk’s amphipod (Stygobromus kenki), 
occurs in Rock Creek Park in two other springs and may be more rare 
than the Hay’s Spring amphipod.[2] 


Construction may cause rock fractures — allowing increased pollution of 
ground water downstream affecting the amphipod and possible leaks 
into the stations on the Metro Red Line 


The 2009 letter in the appendices of the EIS, received from 
David Hayes of the DOI -- (the Regional Transportation Liaison, rather 
than the Deputy Secretary of the same name) notes that rock fractures 
from construction of the purple line could make leaks of water already 
occurring into the Red Line of the Metro system worse, leading to more 
shut downs in service or greater expenses for additional pumps, etc. 


The potential problems brought on by increasing fractures in 
underground rock layers seemed not to be addressed in the Final EIS 
and it presents a serious risk not only on the Metro Stations the Purple 
Line is intended to serve but also to the Hay’s Spring amphipod which 
depends on clean ground water as a major part of its habitat. New 
fractures in rock formations along the train tracks would likely lead to the 
leaching of hazardous wastes near ground level at various sites along 
the right of way, as marked in the maps of the EIS, that may have to 
date been contained by uncompromised or un-cracked layers of rock. 
That may result in the pollution of bodies of water near the waste sites, 
such as the pond and stream on the Chevy Chase Country Club 
adjacent to the hazardous waste site at the dry cleaners at the junction 
of the trail and Connecticut Avenue. Ironically, that is the lot that is at 
the center of the complex of buildings that is driving the proposal to route 
the Purple Line through the Capitol Crescent Trail. Therefore, the 
residents of the site may share with the birds, fish, snails and amphipods 
that depend on this water the increased levels of hazardous air and 
water pollution stirred up by the construction of the Purple Line. 


The law cannot permit an agency action to jeopardize any listed 
species. There is hardly a better definition of jeopardy to a listed 
species within the realm of likely impacts in or near the District than the 
impact on wetlands and water set out, however incompletely, in the EIS. 
This potential negative affect upon a listed species, and in this case, 
rising to the point of jeopardizing the continued existence of a listed 
species due to the impact on the only known population on earth, calls 
for a biological assessment by the action agency and a formal biological 
opinion in return from the FWS before any Federal funds can be 
expended or irretrievably committed, and similarly requires a formal 
incidental taking statement or permit before any non-federal action 
affecting the species may legally take place. 


State listed species of concern such as the Appalachian Spring 
snail (category S2) may also be present in the affected area. There is 
also the possibility that other Federally — listed species may be present 
in the areas affected, including downstream of the Purple Line route. All 
of these should be determined not to be affected before the project 
proceeds without formal permits addressing such species. 


The EIS ignores the affirmative duty of the Federal agencies to enhance 
the recovery prospects of the Hay’s Spring Amphipod if the project 
affects the species. 


Furthermore, we note that to the extent that the Purple Line 
builders and operators rely upon Federal agency permits, actions or 
subsidies the standard of care is not just to avoid jeopardizing the 
likelihood of recovery but that there is also an affirmative duty to 
undertake actions that will be likely to lead to the recovery of the 
species, including protecting areas where the species may be re- 
introduced or may yet be found to have migrated in later status surveys. 
This duty is not just for wide-ranging species such as wolves or 
anadromous fish, but also for any listed species and has been found to 
exist and to protect listed amphipods in the path of Federally-subsidized 


private actions. (See, Sierra Club v. Glickman, 5th Circuit, as discussed 
in by E Kristen in 27 Ecology LQ 699, 2000[3)). 


This means that the potential effects of the Purple Line’s 
construction and operation on the potentially useable amphipod habitat, 
including groundwater, springs and cave-like structures throughout the 
Rock Creek watershed should be considered and not allowed to 
negatively affect such areas. 


Federal project partners must consult with the USFWS on the effects of 
the Purple Line on Hay’s Spring amphipod 


Because the Purple Line is likely to adversely affect Hay’s Spring 
amphipod (Stygobromus hayi) and its habitat, the Federal Transit 
Administration, National Park Service, and the National Capital Planning 
Commission have a duty to consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service over these impacts and develop measures to avoid or mitigate 
harm. 16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(2); 50 C.F.R. § 402.14(a). Section 7 
consultation is required for “any action [that] may affect listed species or 
critical habitat.” 50 C.F.R. § 402.14. Formal consultation with the U.S 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) must be initiated “at the earliest 
possible time” so as to avoid irreversible commitments of resources and 
to eliminate the possibility of the Purple Line causing an incidental take 
of this important indicator species for the health of the Rock Creek 
ecosystem. 

Federal agencies have thus far erred in determining that there are no 
endangered species affected by the Purple Line Project. According to 
the FEIS, “[i]n the October 27, 2011 letter from USFWS, the USFWS 
stated that there are no federally proposed or listed endangered or 
threatened species known to exist within the project are; therefore, no 
Biological Assessment or further Section 7 Consultation with the 
USFWS is required” (FEIS at 4-117). But this determination was based 
on an incomplete project record provided by FTA. The information and 
studies cited herein, provide a more accurate assessment, and we trust 
that the federal agencies involved will now act expeditiously to initiate 
formal consultation in accordance with the procedures outlined in 50 
C.F.R. § 402.14, work with USFWS to prepare a biological opinion, and 
develop measures to avoid incidental take. 


Expeditious consultation will obviate the need for CSE and its 
members to take further legal action over this critical issue, including 
filing of a sixty-day notice of intent to sue under the ESA and subsequent 
litigation to enforce ESA’s consultation and incidental take provisions. 


2) The EIS understates the extent and cost of the loss of tree canopy 
and natural green space and of the environmental services they provide, 
including stormwater runoff, air and water pollution reduction, shade, 
and the buffering of noise and wind. 


The EIS understates the loss of forest cover by covering the 
issue primarily in the cumulative effects section of the EIS. This appears 
to limit the analysis of forest cover loss to the arbitrarily drawn circles 
around the stations and leave most of the Trail and its environs between 
station circles uncounted. The EIS also appear to exclude the losses in 
Rock Creek Park by stating that the figures for the park were unavailable 
(see Table 7.7) (That the Park does not know its own forest is rather 


hard to believe -- see the letter from the Park Service in the appendices 
and another from the National Capitol Planning Commission dated 4/29 
and 1/16/09 respectively. The two letters list many faults in the Draft EIS 
that do not appear to be corrected or addressed in the final including 
insufficient information to allow the agencies to assess the many effects, 
beyond loss of trees, of the Purple Line on the Park. We address one of 
the issues they raise below on the threats posed by the construction 
process fracturing underground rock and leading to leakage and 
leaching.[4]) 


The Final EIS appears to admit to the cutting of 47.6 acres of 
forest, primarily along what is now the Capital Crescent Trail, which the 
EIS refers to as the Georgetown Branch Right of Way. The EIS also 
admits that this is on top of a 3% loss in the area from 2002-2010. The 
EIS fails to calculate the value of the services provided by these trees, 
and to report that loss as a cost to society in its section on “Benefits and 
Effects”. For such a calculation the EIS could use the “itree” [5] program 
available from USDA to calculate the value of the ecosystem services 
that different tree types and ages provide. For example, the itree 
program presents and can calculate the storm water management, air 
and water purification and carbon capture services as high economic 
values provided by trees and entire urban forests, which will be lost to 
the Purple Line. 


For users of the popular Capital Crescent trail, and residents of 
The Town of Chevy Chase, among others, the attractiveness of the 
neighborhoods will be dramatically reduced by the Purple Line and in 
particular by the loss of these trees and the linear park that they form, 
their shade, their contributions to air quality, water retention and 
purification, and other enhancements. Loss of the entire tree canopy in 
the corridor between Bethesda and Silver Spring will make any hiker- 
biker trail constructed along the rails unprotected from summer heat and 
force the thousands of people who use the trail each weekend to be 
exposed to more cancer causing UV rays and a higher potential for heat 
stroke. There will also be indirect losses in health as many people will 
cease to use the more constricted, noisy, and less pleasant trail. 


Indeed, the section on Benefits and Effects, while noting job creation 
benefits of an above-ground Purple LIne, fails to tally the job creation 
benefits and other genuine economic benefits of alternatives, including 
an underground Purple Line, and of completing the Capital Crescent 
Trail solely as a dedicated hiker-biker trail. 


3) The above-ground option for the Purple Line would result in the 
degradation of Parks, in violations of Section 4(f) Park Protections in the 
Transportation Act — that are beyond the legal limit of De Minimus; and 
in hazards to school children -- from Nursery through High School -- that 
are beyond cavalier. 


The EIS attempts to avoid the application of Section 4(f) 


requirements of the Transportation Act of 1966 by omitting, minimizing 
or mischaracterizing description of the harms caused to Elm Street, the 
park at the Leland Center, called Leland Park it seems in the EIS, and 
Rock Creek Parks, among others. Section 4(f) prohibits any detrimental 
use of parks or historic properties by Federally supported transportation 
projects which can only be permitted if they are de minimus uses (49 
USC 303, 23 CFR Part 774). The EIS representation of impacts on 
parks is not only inaccurate and thus not in compliance with NEPA, the 
Transportation Act and other planning laws, but also runs the risk of 
violating additional prohibitions against the withholding of or 
misrepresenting material facts in Federal proceedings or permitting 
procedures (e.g., 18 USC 1001 and 1505). Instead of alleviating the 
bursting demand for hiker-biker commuting and recreation trails in the 
area, above-ground construction of the Purple Line will discourage 
Capital Crescent Trail (CCTrail) use and make it hazardous. While it 
could be argued that the (CCTrail) is exempt from 4(f) (by virtue of the 
1995 Montgomery County Resolution that declared its reservation as 
part of the park system to be temporary, which is debatable, particularly 
as to other jurisdictions affected), the affects on other parks are not 
exempted. For example, to assert that the sound and presence of pile 
drivers, earth moving machines and then 70 trips a day of trains with 
warning bells or horns sounding as they move through Chevy Chase 
and the other neighborhoods, in addition to the sounds and dangers of 
the trains themselves, is “de minimus”, stretches the definition of the 
term “de minimus” which means of such small amount as not to be 
recognizable or noticeable in the law. It is wrong to apply it in this 
context in particular, for parks are specifically intended to provide quiet 
settings in which people can enjoy the benefits of a natural environment 
and the purpose of 4(f) is to protect that quiet enjoyment. The decibel 
levels and duration of the sounds themselves were not evident in my 
review and the cumulative noise levels were not provided in the EIS 
despite the duty to report on cumulative and associated impacts. 
(Expected noise levels of 70dB and above were reported to the Town of 
Chevy Chase.) Yet the EIS asserts that the "Bethesda Station would 
have no cumulative effects on resources of interest.” (p. 7-11). Elm 
Street Park and Leland Park are per se, legal, or de jure, resources of 
interest, and the forest cover and water flows and noise levels in the 
area are certainly de facto resources of interest to all residents, 
caregivers, teachers and workers here. 


Construction of the Purple Line will result in degradation of Elm 
Street Park because, among other things, a wide pathway will probably 
have to be built through it so that bikers and hikers displaced from the 
Capital Crescent Trail can reach Willow Lane, and because a portion of 
the park will be used during construction of the Purple Line. The EIS 
asserts that damage to the Park will not amount to adverse impacts to 
Elm Street Park in light of a presumed or planned total reconstruction of 
"the entire Park within the next few years as a requirement of nearby 
development". This is circular logic and also fails to recognize that the 
Park was created to protect the Town of Chevy Chase from such 
development and to mitigate and offset commercial development. The 
Park should be expanded rather then reduced in response to nearby 
development. (p. 6-27). On p. 6-28 the EIS misleadingly asserts there 
will be no noise vibration or visual effects and no “constructive use” (an 
indirect use of parks forbidden by Section 4(f) of the Transportation Act 
of 1966) of Elm Street Park while building ramps and overpasses near 
the Park) as follows: 


The Preferred Alternative would not permanently 
use any part of Elm Street Urban Park. *The FEIS 
Chapter 4.0 assessment of effects indicates that the 
Preferred Alternative would not cause noise, 
vibration, or visual effects on Elm Street Urban Park 
that would constitute a constructive use; no 
substantial impairment of the activities, features or 
attrioutes—playgrounds, gazebo, picnic tables, 
benches, trails and public art 
—that qualify the park 


for protection under Section 4(f) would occur.** 


* Note that the Purple Line plan was modified after release of the 
EIS: a “minor” zoning change was requested after the EIS release to 
allow the bike trail to run through and thus “use” Elm Street Park or on 
the road next to it, thus affecting Elm Street Park and using it 
permanently. In addition, in the zoning change request, the entire Elm 
Street Park is included as part of the Bethesda Purple Line Train Station 
and encircled in yellow as such. These are not minor changes legally as 
properly understood for the serious and permanent changes that they 
are, they are probably forbidden by Section 4(f) of the Transportation 
Act. 


*“ Note however, that horns or bells of 70 approaching trains 
each day would be sounded as each approaches the Wisconsin Avenue 
underpass which is just a few feet away from the park. This is also a 
permanent degradation of the Park and thus probably in violation of 
Section 4(f). 


Additionally, children playing in the park would be separated from 
serious injury by only a four-foot wall. That small barrier, combined with 
the attractive nuisance that the trains would represent to children are yet 
another serious risk in fact to the community and probably a violation per 
se of Section 4(f). 


When the EIS admits to a greater level of impact or use of a 
Park, it seeks a temporary exclusion from the 4(f) requirements by 
asserting the impact will be temporary. This assertion is not correct; 
significant impacts will continue for the life of the Purple Line and they 
are not de minimus. 


The EIS shows power stations, including one across from the 


Town Hall of the Town of Chevy Chase and its Leland Street Park. The 
EIS indicates that noise and vibration monitors will be located south of 
the power station, on the property of a town resident. The presence of 
such monitors seems to anticipate that noise and vibration may be 
problematic, but we could not find any discussion of levels in the EIS 
summary sections (although they might be in the technical reports). 
However, at this point there appears to be no meaningful limitation on 
noise or vibration levels in the EIS as the Compliance Plan is to be 
developed later (See below). 


Threats to schoolchildren and other pedestrians are understated 


Beyond the noise levels are the threats to immediate safety of 
children of all ages who use and cross these parks and the trail. There 
are day care centers on and near the trail and children who cross the 
trail to get to school at numerous points. No discussion of covering the 
tracks with a light roof with walls that would prevent people from climbing 
over the tracks for the portion from Connecticut to Wisconsin was 
included. That would have reduced the threats. 


With regard to safety issues beyond Elm Street Park many 
children and adults currently walk or otherwise cross the trail at Lynn 
Drive. The state promised that this crossing would remain but have 
reneged on this. They have not offered a viable solution and admit now 
that they can’t let people cross the tracks here because it would be too 
dangerous. There is a curve in the path so the sight lines are poor and 
trains will be moving at 45 miles per hour here and they refuse to reduce 
the speeds. Children will have to walk along East West highway ona 
narrow sidewalk to get to school or they'll try to get over fences to get to 
school on time putting themselves in great danger. 


4) Migratory Bird Treaty Act —- Some potential impacts and potentially 
illegal bird kills are ignored. 


The 47 acres or more of mostly mature canopy and natural green 
space that will be lost — an area almost twice the size of Dumbarton 
Oaks Park in Washington DC, provide shelter, habitat, food sources and 
other life support functions for many wildlife, some common and others 
less so, including birds that are listed and protected under the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act.[6] 


The following are examples of birds protected under the MBTA that use 
or live in the affected area and that the coauthors of these comments 
regularly see (or, in the case of the screech owl, hear) in that canopy 


and green space on the trail or in properties along the trail and forming 
part of its network: 


Archilochus colubris, Ruby-throated Hummingbird, 


Zenaida macroura, Mourning Dove 


Buteo lineatus, Red Shouldered Hawk 


Megascops asio, Eastern Screech-Owl 


Picoides pubescens, Downy Woodpecker 


Dryocopus pileatus, Pileated Woodpecker 


Baeolophus bicolor, Tufted Titmouse 


Thryothorus ludovicianus, Carolina Wren 


Pipilo erythrophthalmus, Eastern (Rufus-sided) Towhee 


Junco hyemalis, Dark-eyed Junco 


Carduelis tristis, American Goldfinch 


Ardea herodias, Great Blue Heron 


In addition to affecting and removing habitat, shelter, and food, the 
Purple Line would pose a potential danger: The issue of high power lines 
over the tracks, including what would appear to be un-insulated live 
wires to supply the trains passing underneath, presents the likelihood of 
migratory and other protected birds being electrocuted after alighting on 
the live, un-insulated wires if they make contact with other parts of the 
structure that create a circuit and thus electrocute them. 


The FWS letter to the consultant in appendix G provides a link to 
guidelines for compliance with the MBTA but that appears to be in 
response to the felling of the many nesting trees and not in response to 
the permanent presence of high-power lines that are not insulted. Even 
insulated transmission and distribution wires are leading causes of death 
as birds still touch un-insulated portions where the wires join the poles. 
Even passing birds such as Bald Eagles may alight on the wires, 
especially over streams and creeks. They must be protected or the 
operators will potentially be in violation of the law. 


There is also the question of bright lights during and after 
construction of the Purple Line at its service facilities and elsewhere. 


As the FWS MBTA office has noted— 


Migratory birds are a "trust resource" with 1,007 species protected by 
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). Bright lights have been 
extensively documented to attract and kill migratory birds, especially at 
night. Migratory birds are protected by the MBTA, which is a strict 
liability criminal statute. Each time a protected migratory bird is 
documented injured or killed at a lit structure such as this one -- most 
mortality occurring at night during migration, and an existing 
"conservation measure" is readily available to address it (i.e., turn the 
light off), then each incident represents a "take" that could have criminal 
consequences. [7] 


No discussion of covering the tracks with a roof for any portions, 
such as the one from Connecticut to Wisconsin Avenues was included, 
for example. That would have reduced the threats to children and birds 
and reduced the "need" to cut trees away at an angle as some have 
heard, to avoid wet leaves falling on and accumulating on the live 
electric rail. 


5) The Environmental Compliance Plan is not included as it is not yet 
developed. Proposed zoning changes and ensuing development 
associated with the Line are also not covered. Therefore the impact of 
the actions cannot be assessed based on this EIS and the EIS is 
inadequate as a legal assessment or as a basis for prior informed 
consent or decision-making per se. 


Section 5.4 of the EIS states that the MTA will develop an 
Environmental Compliance Plan after the Record of Decision is issued. 
That would seem to miss the point of an EIS of informing decision 
makers of the likely impact of their decisions as to the preferred and 
alternative courses of action. Also absent from this Final EIS are the 


changes that would follow proposed alterations in zoning announced 
after the EIS was published. Those changes would encourage the 
permanent conversion and reduction of part of Elm Street Park as noted 
above, and increasingly dense development, near the Purple Line and 
its stations. This is a classic example of segmented, piecemeal 
revelations and sleight of hand intended to by-pass the requirements of 
planning law and to fly under the radar of busy elected officials and 
citizens. Therefore, before funds are dedicated to the Purple Line, the 
preferred alternative and several reasonable alternatives should be 
reassessed and a supplemental EIS completed for them along with a 
complete description of all compliance steps required. It is necessary to 
do this, despite the 2012 streamlining of the Transportation Act 
requirements because other laws apply that have not changed or been 
preempted. These include the Endangered Species Act, the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act (active nesting trees, etc.) the Clean Water and Historic 
Preservation Acts, and similar Maryland and potentially District of 
Columbia (e.g. water pollution and wildlife) laws. 


Finally, any decision based on the EIS's limited and understated 
analysis and its lack of a compliance plan would seem to be arbitrary 
and capricious for purposes of federal or state administrative law alone 
given the serious financial, health and safety risks that are evident. 


Sincerely, 


John M. Fitzgerald, J.D. 


On behalf of — 


Christine Real de Azua 
4502 Elm Street 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


Deborah Ingram 
4411 Elm Street 
Chevy Chase, MD 


John Talberth, Ph.D. 

President and Senior Economist 
Center for Sustainable Economy 
1112 16th St. NW, Suite 600, 
Washington DC 20036 


[1] http://www.bethesdamagazine.com/Bethesda-Magazine/September- 
October-2013/The-Intercounty-Connector/ 


[2] Sources cited by the FWS article include: 
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H. Hobbs III. 2000. Obligate cave fauna of the 
48 contiguous United States. Conservation Bi- 


ology 14:386-401. 


Holsinger, J. R. 1978. Systematics of the subterranean amphipod genus 
Stygobromus (Crangonyctidae), par Il: Species of the eastern United 
States. Smithsonian Contributions to Zoology, No. 266. Smithsonian 
Institution Press, Washington, D.C. 


Holsinger, J. R. 1967. Systematics, speciation, and distribution of the 
subterranean amphipod genus Stygonectes (Gammaridae). United 
States National Museum Bulletin, No. 259. Smithsonian Institution 
Press, Washington, D.C. 


Hubricht, L. and J. G. Mackin. 1940. Description of nine new species of 
fresh-water crustaceans with notes and new localities for other species. 


American Midland Naturalist 23:187-218. 


Attachments : 
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Introduction 


John M. Fitzgerald, Christine Real de Azua, Dedun Ingram and Center for 
Sustainable Economy (CSE) hereby offer the following comments on the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the proposed Purple Line Project. 
John M. Fitzgerald, Christine Real de Azua and Dedrun Ingram are individuals 
residing in the area affected by the Purple Line Project whose interests will be 
harmed by the project in a number of ways: the project will diminish the quality 
and the extent of their use and enjoyment of their homes on Elm Street, the street 
paralleling that portion the proposed Purple Line Capital Crescent Trail, the trail 
which they use often for recreation and fitness, Elm Street, Leland Center and 
Rock Creek Parks and the species, services and features thereof. Fitzgerald and 
Real de Azua are also active members of Center for Sustainable Economy. 


Center for Sustainable Economy is a non-profit advocate for the transition 
to an economy based on principles of social, environmental, and economic 
sustainability. CSE has active members who reside in and around the project 
area who will be harmed by the loss of aesthetic, historic, ecological, and 
economic resources of urban forests, streams, and open spaces. CSE also has 
an interest in protecting these green infrastructure elements for their benefits in 
reducing water quality management costs downstream and generating a host of 
ecosystem services of great benefit to surrounding communities. 


The Maryland State Department of Transportation is planning to seek 
Federal and private funding to build and operate a light railroad across 
Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties just north of the District of Columbia. 
It would cross Rock Creek Park and negatively and permanently affect Rock 
Creek Park, several other parks, forests, migratory birds, and the Rock Creek 
watershed that contains a highly endangered species, the Hay’s Spring 
amphipod. This small crustacean is a key part of the ground water and creek 
ecosystems, turning leaves into nutrients for other species. It is highly sensitive 
to water pollution of the sort expected to be generated by the construction and 
operation of the Purple Line. 


The primary publicly stated purpose for building the Purple Line, and for 
routing over the path of a former railroad and a hiking and biking trail is to 
alleviate east-west traffic congestion and strengthen east-west transit between 
College Park and Bethesda. However, the unstated, underlying driving force for 
the proposal is to enable large-scale residential and commercial development at 
Connecticut Avenue and along the Capitol Crescent Trail mainly to Silver Spring 
and to provide those new residents with access to Bethesda that is easier than 
taking a walk, a bike, a bus, a pedal cab or motor cab or a new dedicated bus 
line. Any of these could cost much less and lead to less net pollution and risk to 
the communities affected. 


The direct cost to taxpayers of the construction can be measured in 
millions of dollars and five years of interruptions. The indirect, unavoidable costs 
of construction and operation include the lost opportunities to pay within existing 
tax rates for projects that are already built, and for several already planned as 
well as the potential losses inherent in an undrafted contract with private 
partners. 


Maryland has committed similar errors in recent years primarily driven by 
one major private developer and for which citizens are still paying in the form of 
higher taxes, lost opportunities and lost ecosystems. A prime example is the 
InterCountyConnector, as set out in Bethesda Magazine in September 2013, for 
which traffic and revenue have turned out to be far lower than projected, and for 


which costs escalated from the initial estimate of $1 billion to as much as $4 
billion including interest payments’ --payments which are still today draining the 
State’s Transportation Trust Fund. 


In these comments we outline several fatal flaws in the Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Purple Line. The project proponent and the State may 
believe that the EIS standards need not be met due to an attempted waiver for 
similar projects in the 2012 Highway Act that has not yet been tested in court as 
applied to this project in particular. That waiver, however, does not waive the 
Federal and state requirements that such proponents comply with other laws and 
state fully, and without misleading or withholding, in any EIS or other such 
statements , all information relevant to government permits or funding. This EIS 
fails to meet that standard and places all agencies relying on it at risk. 


Therefore, should the objections raised in these comments not be 
satisfactorily addressed in the near future, we will have to considering further 
action, beginning with a sixty days’ notice of the intent of coauthors to sue to 
uphold the laws affected and prevent harm to the resources, wildlife, and people 
that the Purple Line project puts at risk. 


Main Points 


1) There are serious flaws in the EIS, including the failure to disclose the 
presence of a highly endangered species, the Hay’s Spring amphipod, 
Stygobromus hayi, downstream in Rock Creek Park, which, through 
required interagency consultation by the Federal funding agency, and 
possible litigation by concerned citizens, including the coauthors of 
these comments, is likely to alter and/or delay and increase the cost of 
the project; 


2) The EIS understates the extent and cost of the loss of tree canopy and 
natural green space and of its stormwater runoff and air and water 
pollution reduction, shade-providing, noise and wind buffering, and 
other environmental services. 


3) The above-ground option for the Purple Line would result in the 
degradation of Parks, in violations of Section 4(f) Park Protections in 
the Transportation Act — that are beyond the legal limit of De Minimus; 
and in hazards to school children -- from Nursery through High 
School -- that are beyond cavalier. 





1 http://www.bethesdamagazine.com /Bethesda-Magazine /September-October-2013/The- 
Intercounty-Connector/ 
2 Sources cited by the FWS article include: 


4) Migratory Bird Treaty Act — Some potential impacts and potentially 
illegal bird kills are ignored. 


5) The Environmental Compliance Plan is not included as it is not yet 
developed — Proposed zoning changes and ensuing development 
associated with the Line are also not covered. Therefore the impact of 
the actions cannot be assessed based on this EIS and the EIS is 
inadequate as an legal assessment or as a basis for prior informed 
consent or decision-making per se. 


In addition: 


6) Key elements of any binding contract between public and private 
partners for the construction and operation of the Line are obviously not yet 
available nor ready for inclusion in the "request for qualifications" that will be sent 
out and lead to a joint application for that Federal funding; 


7) Many other elements of the environmental and economic performance 
that will be required by State and Federal law in order to obtain Federal and state 
funding, including the Compliance Plan, are mere guesses at this stage, while the 
numbers have been arrayed so as to cast the project in the best light, which 
barely made it over the Federal standard for such matches at an earlier stage; 
and 


8) Many better alternatives for inner east-west flow improvements are 
available (yet not assessed fully) and the costs of pursuing this one opportunity 
would preclude all of those and many other worthy transportation projects 
meeting additional and more pressing needs at lower risk and lower cost. 


Discussion of Main Points 


1) The EIS admits an impact on wetlands but ignores key wetlands and a 
highly endangered wetlands-dependent species. 


The EIS admits that a Section 404 Clean Water Act permit will be required 
due to the apparent impact on wetlands but appears to ignore the impacts on 
some wetlands such as Coquelin Run in Chevy Chase and completely omits 
the threat to a highly endangered species downstream. 


The EIS does not disclose that a wetlands-dependent endangered 
species, the Hay’s Spring amphipod, has its only known population in and near 
Rock Creek. Rock Creek and its many tributaries to it, will have their sediment 
loads and pollutant loads increased for five years in all likelihood due to 
construction of the Purple Line. It is probable that Rock Creek’s sediment and 


pollution loads will be increased to some extent for a considerably longer period. 


Sediment and pollution were cited as primary threats to the endangered 
Hay’s Spring amphipod and a potentially more rare relative, Kenk’s amphipod, in 
the official Endangered Species Bulletin of the US Fish and Wildlife Service 
(which summarized scholarly articles and recent grants to the Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources for status surveys). See 
http:/Awww.fws.gov/ENDANGERED/bulletin/2002/01 -02/08-09.pdf; 
The report stated: 





Obvious vulnerability comes from the narrow distribution in the specialized 
subterranean habitat, and threats come from potential groundwater 
pollution. The urban area surrounding the park poses potential risks due to 
toxic spills (such as oil and gas), nonpoint source inputs (Such as 
fertilizers and pesticides), land disturbances, sewer leaks, and excessive 
stormwater flows that might adversely affect groundwater. Except for 
parklands, additional potential habitat where Hay’s Spring amphipod 
populations may have occurred in the District has largely been lost to 
development. 


Another vulnerable species, Kenk’s amphipod (Stygobromus kenki), 
occurs in Rock Creek Park in two other springs and may be more rare 
than the Hay’s Spring amphipod.* 





2 Sources cited by the FWS article include: 


Culver, D.C., L. L. Master, M.C. Christman, and H. 
H. Hobbs Ill. 2000. Obligate cave fauna of the 

48 contiguous United States. Conservation Bi- 
ology 14:386-401. 


Holsinger, J. R. 1978. Systematics of the subterranean amphipod genus Stygobromus 
(Crangonyctidae), par II: Species of the eastern United States. Smithsonian 
Contributions to Zoology, No. 266. Smithsonian Institution Press, Washington, D.C. 


Holsinger, J. R. 1967. Systematics, speciation, and distribution of the subterranean 
amphipod genus Stygonectes (Gammaridae). United States National Museum 


Bulletin, No. 259. Smithsonian Institution Press, Washington, D.C. 


Hubricht, L. and J. G. Mackin. 1940. Description of nine new species of fresh-water 
crustaceans with notes and new localities for other species. 


American Midland Naturalist 23:187-218. 


Construction may cause rock fractures — allowing increased pollution of 
ground water downstream affecting the amphipod and possible leaks into 
the stations on the Metro Red Line 


The 2009 letter in the appendices of the EIS, received from David Hayes 
of the DOI -- (the Regional Transportation Liaison, rather than the Deputy 
Secretary of the same name) notes that rock fractures from construction of the 
purple line could make leaks of water already occurring into the Red Line of the 
Metro system worse, leading to more shut downs in service or greater expenses 
for additional pumps, etc. 


The potential problems brought on by increasing fractures in underground rock 
layers seemed not to be addressed in the Final EIS and it presents a serious risk 
not only on the Metro Stations the Purple Line is intended to serve but also to the 
Hay’s Spring amphipod which depends on clean ground water as a major part of 
its habitat. New fractures in rock formations along the train tracks would likely 
lead to the leaching of hazardous wastes near ground level at various sites along 
the right of way, as marked in the maps of the EIS, that may have to date been 
contained by uncompromised or un-cracked layers of rock. That may result in 
the pollution of bodies of water near the waste sites, such as the pond and 
stream on the Chevy Chase Country Club adjacent to the hazardous waste site 
at the dry cleaners at the junction of the trail and Connecticut Avenue. Ironically, 
that is the lot that is at the center of the complex of buildings that is driving the 
proposal to route the Purple Line through the Capitol Crescent Trail. Therefore, 
the residents of the site may share with the birds, fish, snails and amphipods that 
depend on this water the increased levels of hazardous air and water pollution 
stirred up by the construction of the Purple Line. 


The law cannot permit an agency action to jeopardize any listed 
species. There is hardly a better definition of jeopardy to a listed species within 
the realm of likely impacts in or near the District than the impact on wetlands and 
water set out, however incompletely, in the EIS. This potential negative affect 
upon a listed species, and in this case, rising to the point of jeopardizing the 
continued existence of a listed species due to the impact on the only known 
population on earth, calls for a biological assessment by the action agency and a 
formal biological opinion in return from the FWS before any Federal funds can be 
expended or irretrievably committed, and similarly requires a formal incidental 
taking statement or permit before any non-federal action affecting the species 
may legally take place. 


State listed species of concern such as the Appalachian Spring snail 
(category S2) may also be present in the affected area. There is also the 
possibility that other Federally — listed species may be present in the areas 


affected, including downstream of the Purple Line route. All of these should be 
determined not to be affected before the project proceeds without formal permits 
addressing such species. 


The EIS ignores the affirmative duty of the Federal agencies to enhance 
the recovery prospects of the Hay’s Spring Amphipod if the project affects 
the species. 


Furthermore, we note that to the extent that the Purple Line builders and 
operators rely upon Federal agency permits, actions or subsidies the standard of 
care is not just to avoid jeopardizing the likelihood of recovery but that there is 
also an affirmative duty to undertake actions that will be likely to lead to the 
recovery of the species, including protecting areas where the species may be re- 
introduced or may yet be found to have migrated in later status surveys. This 
duty is not just for wide-ranging species such as wolves or anadromous fish, but 
also for any listed species and has been found to exist and to protect listed 
amphipods in the path of Federally-subsidized private actions. (See, Sierra Club 
V. Glickman, 5" Circuit, as discussed in by E Kristen in 27 Ecology LQ 699, 
2000”). 


This means that the potential effects of the Purple Line’s construction and 
operation on the potentially useable amphipod habitat, including groundwater, 
springs and cave-like structures throughout the Rock Creek watershed should be 
considered and not allowed to negatively affect such areas. 


Federal project partners must consult with the USFWS on the effects of the 
Purple Line on Hay’s Spring amphipod 


Because the Purple Line is likely to adversely affect Hay’s Spring 
amphipod (Stygobromus hayi) and its habitat, the Federal Transit Administration, 
National Park Service, and the National Capital Planning Commission have a 
duty to consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service over these impacts and 
develop measures to avoid or mitigate harm. 16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(2); 50 C.F.R. § 
402.14(a). Section 7 consultation is required for “any action [that] may affect 
listed species or critical habitat.” 50 C.F.R. § 402.14. Formal consultation with the 
U.S Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) must be initiated “at the earliest possible 
time” so as to avoid irreversible commitments of resources and to eliminate the 
possibility of the Purple Line causing an incidental take of this important indicator 
species for the health of the Rock Creek ecosystem. 





* HeinonLine suggests that we “See Hay, supra note 57, at 1462 n.29 (citation 
omitted ... species on the endangered or threatened list include the 

Comal Springs dryopid beetle [Stugopamus comalensis), Comal Springs riffle beetle 
[Heterelmis comalensis} and Peck's cave amphipod [Stygobromus peckQ. ...” 


Federal agencies have thus far erred in determining that there are no 
endangered species affected by the Purple Line Project. According to the FEIS, 
“[iJn the October 27, 2011 letter from USFWS, the USFWS stated that there are 
no federally proposed or listed endangered or threatened species known to exist 
within the project are; therefore, no Biological Assessment or further Section 7 
Consultation with the USFWS is required” (FEIS at 4-117). But this 
determination was based on an incomplete project record provided by FTA. The 
information and studies cited herein, provide a more accurate assessment, and 
we trust that the federal agencies involved will now act expeditiously to initiate 
formal consultation in accordance with the procedures outlined in 50 C.F.R. § 
402.14, work with USFWS to prepare a biological opinion, and develop measures 
to avoid incidental take. 


Expeditious consultation will obviate the need for CSE and its members to 
take further legal action over this critical issue, including filing of a sixty-day 
notice of intent to sue under the ESA and subsequent litigation to enforce ESA’s 
consultation and incidental take provisions. 


2) The EIS understates the extent and cost of the loss of tree canopy and 
natural green space and of the environmental services they provide, 
including stormwater runoff, air and water pollution reduction, shade, and 
the buffering of noise and wind. 


The EIS understates the loss of forest cover by covering the issue 
primarily in the cumulative effects section of the EIS. This appears to limit the 
analysis of forest cover loss to the arbitrarily drawn circles around the stations 
and leave most of the Trail and its environs between station circles uncounted. 
The EIS also appear to exclude the losses in Rock Creek Park by stating that the 
figures for the park were unavailable (see Table 7.7) (That the Park does not 
know its own forest is rather hard to believe -- see the letter from the Park 
Service in the appendices and another from the National Capitol Planning 
Commission dated 4/29 and 1/16/09 respectively. The two letters list many faults 
in the Draft EIS that do not appear to be corrected or addressed in the final 
including insufficient information to allow the agencies to assess the many 
effects, beyond loss of trees, of the Purple Line on the Park. We address one of 
the issues they raise below on the threats posed by the construction process 
fracturing underground rock and leading to leakage and leaching."*) 


The Final EIS appears to admit to the cutting of 47.6 acres of forest, 
primarily along what is now the Capital Crescent Trail, which the EIS refers to as 





4 One DOI letter of 2009 noted that rock fractures from construction of the purple line could make 
leaks of water already occurring into the Red Line of the Metro system worse, leading to more 
shut downs in service or greater expenses for additional pumps, etc. 


the Georgetown Branch Right of Way. The EIS also admits that this is on top of 
a 3% loss in the area from 2002-2010. The EIS fails to calculate the value of the 
services provided by these trees, and to report that loss as a cost to society in its 
section on “Benefits and Effects”. For such a calculation the EIS could use the 
“itree” ° program available from USDA to calculate the value of the ecosystem 
services that different tree types and ages provide. For example, the itree 
program presents and can calculate the storm water management, air and water 
purification and carbon capture services as high economic values provided by 
trees and entire urban forests, which will be lost to the Purple Line. 


For users of the popular Capital Crescent trail, and residents of The Town 
of Chevy Chase, among others, the attractiveness of the neighborhoods will be 
dramatically reduced by the Purple Line and in particular by the loss of these 
trees and the linear park that they form, their shade, their contributions to air 
quality, water retention and purification, and other enhancements. Loss of the 
entire tree canopy in the corridor between Bethesda and Silver Spring will make 
any hiker-biker trail constructed along the rails unprotected from summer heat 
and force the thousands of people who use the trail each weekend to be exposed 
to more cancer causing UV rays and a higher potential for heat stroke. There will 
also be indirect losses in health as many people will cease to use the more 
constricted, noisy, and less pleasant trail. 


Indeed, the section on Benefits and Effects, while noting job creation 
benefits of an above-ground Purple LIne, fails to tally the job creation benefits 
and other genuine economic benefits of alternatives, including an underground 
Purple Line, and of completing the Capital Crescent Trail solely as a dedicated 
hiker-biker trail. 


3) The above-ground option for the Purple Line would result in the 
degradation of Parks, in violations of Section 4(f) Park Protections in the 
Transportation Act — that are beyond the legal limit of De Minimus; and in 
hazards to school children -- from Nursery through High School -- that are 
beyond cavalier. 


The EIS attempts to avoid the application of Section 4(f) requirements of 
the Transportation Act of 1966 by omitting, minimizing or mischaracterizing 
description of the harms caused to Elm Street, the park at the Leland Center, 
called Leland Park it seems in the EIS, and Rock Creek Parks, among others. 
Section 4(f) prohibits any detrimental use of parks or historic properties by 
Federally supported transportation projects which can only be permitted if they 
are de minimus uses (49 USC 303, 23 CFR Part 774). The EIS representation of 
impacts on parks is not only inaccurate and thus not in compliance with NEPA, 





2 http://www. itreetools.org/index.php 


the Transportation Act and other planning laws, but also runs the risk of violating 
additional prohibitions against the withholding of or misrepresenting material 
facts in Federal proceedings or permitting procedures (e.g., 18 USC 1001 and 
1505). Instead of alleviating the bursting demand for hiker-biker commuting and 
recreation trails in the area, above-ground construction of the Purple Line will 
discourage Capital Crescent Trail (CCTrail) use and make it hazardous. While it 
could be argued that the (CCTrail) is exempt from 4(f) (by virtue of the 1995 
Montgomery County Resolution that declared its reservation as part of the park 
system to be temporary, which is debatable, particularly as to other jurisdictions 
affected), the affects on other parks are not exempted. For example, to assert 
that the sound and presence of pile drivers, earth moving machines and then 70 
trips a day of trains with warning bells or horns sounding as they move through 
Chevy Chase and the other neighborhoods, in addition to the sounds and 
dangers of the trains themselves, is “de minimus’, stretches the definition of the 
term “de minimus’ which means of such small amount as not to be recognizable 
or noticeable in the law. It is wrong to apply it in this context in particular, for 
parks are specifically intended to provide quiet settings in which people can enjoy 
the benefits of a natural environment and the purpose of 4(f) is to protect that 
quiet enjoyment. The decibel levels and duration of the sounds themselves were 
not evident in my review and the cumulative noise levels were not provided in the 
EIS despite the duty to report on cumulative and associated impacts. (Expected 
noise levels of 7OdB and above were reported to the Town of Chevy Chase.) Yet 
the EIS asserts that the "Bethesda Station would have no cumulative effects on 
resources of interest." (p. 7-11). Elm Street Park and Leland Park are per se, 
legal, or de jure, resources of interest, and the forest cover and water flows and 
noise levels in the area are certainly de facto resources of interest to all 
residents, caregivers, teachers and workers here. 


Construction of the Purple Line will result in degradation of Elm Street 
Park because, among other things, a wide pathway will probably have to be built 
through it so that bikers and hikers displaced from the Capital Crescent Trail can 
reach Willow Lane, and because a portion of the park will be used during 
construction of the Purple Line. The EIS asserts that damage to the Park will not 
amount to adverse impacts to Elm Street Park in light of a presumed or planned 
total reconstruction of "the entire Park within the next few years as a requirement 
of nearby development". This is circular logic and also fails to recognize that the 
Park was created to protect the Town of Chevy Chase from such development 
and to mitigate and offset commercial development. The Park should be 
expanded rather then reduced in response to nearby development. (p. 6-27). On 
p. 6-28 the EIS misleadingly asserts there will be no noise vibration or visual 
effects and no “constructive use” (an indirect use of parks forbidden by Section 
4(f) of the Transportation Act of 1966) of Elm Street Park while building ramps 
and overpasses near the Park) as follows: 


The Preferred Alternative would not permanently 
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use any part of Elm Street Urban Park. *The FEIS 
Chapter 4.0 assessment of effects indicates that the 
Preferred Alternative would not cause noise, 
vibration, or visual effects on Elm Street Urban Park 
that would constitute a constructive use; no 
substantial impairment of the activities, features or 
attributes — playgrounds, gazebo, picnic tables, 
benches, trails and public art 

—that qualify the park 

for protection under Section 4(f) would occur.** 


* Note that the Purple Line plan was modified after release of the EIS: a 
“minor” zoning change was requested after the EIS release to allow the bike trail 
to run through and thus “use” Elm Street Park or on the road next to it, thus 
affecting Elm Street Park and using it permanently. In addition, in the zoning 
change request, the entire Elm Street Park is included as part of the Bethesda 
Purple Line Train Station and encircled in yellow as such. These are not minor 
changes legally as properly understood for the serious and permanent changes 
that they are, they are probably forbidden by Section 4(f) of the Transportation 
Act. 


** Note however, that horns or bells of 70 approaching trains each day 
would be sounded as each approaches the Wisconsin Avenue underpass which 
is just a few feet away from the park. This is also a permanent degradation of the 
Park and thus probably in violation of Section 4(f). 


Additionally, children playing in the park would be separated from serious 
injury by only a four-foot wall. That small barrier, combined with the attractive 
nuisance that the trains would represent to children are yet another serious risk in 
fact to the community and probably a violation per se of Section 4(f). 


When the EIS admits to a greater level of impact or use of a Park, it seeks 
a temporary exclusion from the 4(f) requirements by asserting the impact will be 
temporary. This assertion is not correct; significant impacts will continue for the 
life of the Purple Line and they are not de minimus. 


The EIS shows power stations, including one across from the Town Hall of 
the Town of Chevy Chase and its Leland Street Park. The EIS indicates that 
noise and vibration monitors will be located south of the power station, on the 
property of a town resident. The presence of such monitors seems to anticipate 
that noise and vibration may be problematic, but we could not find any discussion 
of levels in the EIS summary sections (although they might be in the technical 
reports). However, at this point there appears to be no meaningful limitation on 
noise or vibration levels in the EIS as the Compliance Plan is to be developed 
later (See below). 


11 


Threats to schoolchildren and other pedestrians are understated 


Beyond the noise levels are the threats to immediate safety of children of 
all ages who use and cross these parks and the trail. There are day care centers 
on and near the trail and children who cross the trail to get to school at 
numerous points. No discussion of covering the tracks with a light roof with walls 
that would prevent people from climbing over the tracks for the portion from 
Connecticut to Wisconsin was included. That would have reduced the threats. 


With regard to safety issues beyond Elm Street Park many children and 
adults currently walk or otherwise cross the trail at Lynn Drive. The state 
promised that this crossing would remain but have reneged on this. They have 
not offered a viable solution and admit now that they can’t let people cross the 
tracks here because it would be too dangerous. There is a curve in the path so 
the sight lines are poor and trains will be moving at 45 miles per hour here and 
they refuse to reduce the speeds. Children will have to walk along East West 
highway on a narrow sidewalk to get to school or they'll try to get over fences to 
get to school on time putting themselves in great danger. 


4) Migratory Bird Treaty Act — Some potential impacts and potentially 
illegal bird kills are ignored. 


The 47 acres or more of mostly mature canopy and natural green space 
that will be lost — an area almost twice the size of Dumbarton Oaks Park in 
Washington DC, provide shelter, habitat, food sources and other life support 
functions for many wildlife, some common and others less so, including birds that 
are listed and protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.° 


The following are examples of birds protected under the MBTA that use or 
live in the affected area and that the coauthors of these comments regularly see 
(or, in the case of the screech owl, hear) in that canopy and green space on the 
trail or in properties along the trail and forming part of its network: 


Archilochus colubris, Ruby-throated Hummingbird, 





Zenaida macroura, Mourning Dove 





6 US Fish and Wildlife Service: 
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/regulationspolicies/mbta/taxolst.html 
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Buteo lineatus, Red Shouldered Hawk 

Megascops asio, Eastern Screech-Owl 

Picoides pubescens, Downy Woodpecker 

Dryocopus pileatus, Pileated Woodpecker 

Baeolophus bicolor, Tufted Titmouse 

Thryothorus ludovicianus, Carolina Wren 

Pipilo erythrophthalmus, Eastern (Rufus-sided) Towhee 

Junco hyemalis, Dark-eyed Junco 

Carduelis tristis, American Goldfinch 

Ardea herodias, Great Blue Heron 

In addition to affecting and removing habitat, shelter, and food, the Purple Line 
would pose a potential danger: The issue of high power lines over the tracks, 
including what would appear to be un-insulated live wires to supply the trains 
passing underneath, presents the likelihood of migratory and other protected 
birds being electrocuted after alighting on the live, un-insulated wires if they make 
contact with other parts of the structure that create a circuit and thus electrocute 
them. 

The FWS letter to the consultant in appendix G provides a link to 
guidelines for compliance with the MBTA but that appears to be in response to 
the felling of the many nesting trees and not in response to the permanent 
presence of high-power lines that are not insulted. Even insulated transmission 
and distribution wires are leading causes of death as birds still touch un-insulated 
portions where the wires join the poles. Even passing birds such as Bald Eagles 
may alight on the wires, especially over streams and creeks. They must be 


protected or the operators will potentially be in violation of the law. 


There is also the question of bright lights during and after 
construction of the Purple Line at its service facilities and elsewhere. 


As the FWS MBTA office has noted— 


Migratory birds are a "trust resource" with 1,007 species protected 
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by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). Bright lights have been 
extensively documented to attract and kill migratory birds, especially 
at night. Migratory birds are protected by the MBTA, which is a strict 
liability criminal statute. Each time a protected migratory bird is 
documented injured or killed at a lit structure such as this one -- 
most mortality occurring at night during migration, and an existing 
"conservation measure" is readily available to address it (i.e., turn 
the light off), then each incident represents a "take" that could have 
criminal consequences. ’ 


No discussion of covering the tracks with a roof for any portions, such as 
the one from Connecticut to Wisconsin Avenues was included, for example. That 
would have reduced the threats to children and birds and reduced the "need" to 
cut trees away at an angle as some have heard, to avoid wet leaves falling on 
and accumulating on the live electric rail. 


5) The Environmental Compliance Plan is not included as it is not yet 
developed. Proposed zoning changes and ensuing development 
associated with the Line are also not covered. Therefore the impact of the 
actions cannot be assessed based on this EIS and the EIS is inadequate as 
a legal assessment or as a basis for prior informed consent or decision- 
making per se. 


Section 5.4 of the EIS states that the MTA will develop an Environmental 
Compliance Plan after the Record of Decision is issued. That would seem to 
miss the point of an EIS of informing decision makers of the likely impact of their 
decisions as to the preferred and alternative courses of action. Also absent from 
this Final EIS are the changes that would follow proposed alterations in zoning 
announced after the EIS was published. Those changes would encourage the 
permanent conversion and reduction of part of Elm Street Park as noted above, 
and increasingly dense development, near the Purple Line and its stations. This 
is a classic example of segmented, piecemeal revelations and sleight of hand 
intended to by-pass the requirements of planning law and to fly under the radar of 
busy elected officials and citizens. Therefore, before funds are dedicated to the 
Purple Line, the preferred alternative and several reasonable alternatives should 
be reassessed and a supplemental EIS completed for them along with a 
complete description of all compliance steps required. It is necessary to do this, 
despite the 2012 streamlining of the Transportation Act requirements because 
other laws apply that have not changed or been preempted. These include the 
Endangered Species Act, the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (active nesting trees, etc.) 





7 Email from Dr. Albert Manville of the USFWS, October 18, 2013, concerning a 
construction site light in the vicinity of Chevy Chase, MD. 
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the Clean Water and Historic Preservation Acts, and similar Maryland and 
potentially District of Columbia (e.g. water pollution and wildlife) laws. 


Finally, any decision based on the EIS's limited 
and understated analysis and its lack of a compliance plan would seem to 
be arbitrary and capricious for purposes of federal or state administrative 
law alone given the serious financial, health and safety risks that are 
evident. 





Sincerely, 
e_E- iE: 





John M. Fitzgerald, J.D. 
On behalf of — 


Christine Real de Azua 
4502 Elm Street 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


Deborah Ingram 
4411 Elm Street 
Chevy Chase, MD 


John Talberth, Ph.D. 

President and Senior Economist 
Center for Sustainable Economy 
1112 16th St. NW, Suite 600, 
Washington DC 20036 
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October 23, 2013 

Purple Line FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


Re: Comments of the Edgevale Community Association on the Purple 
Line Final Environmental Impact Statement 


Dear Sir/Madam: 


Thank you for providing the Edgevale Community with an opportunity to 
review and comment on the Purple Line’s Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS.) We are submitting for your consideration, our 
comments about the significant impact the project would have on our 
community, health and our homes. 


The Edgevale community, which resides north of East West HWY, 
between the Columbia Country Club and the Sleaford Rd access 
junction, was established in 1950. It is nestled in the last existing stand 
of the old Columbia Forest, hence our name “Columbia” on maps, as 
well as the name of the Country Club. It is one of the largest parcels of 
forested green space in Montgomery County inside the beltway. The 
community comprises 23 single family homes, 43% of which border the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way (aka the Capital Crescent Trail or 
simply, the Trail.) We chose to live below the mature tree canopy and in 
a park setting in the middle of an urban environment, and we are thus 
concerned about the Purple Line project and, particularly, the severe 
impact it will have on our community and the trail. 


After review, we would like to share our perspective on several issues 
that directly impact us: 

Trail/Transit Noise, Vibrations and Trail Safety 

Visual Impact 

Loss of Tree Canopy and Air Pollution 

Access to the trail via the Sleaford Rd Access Junction 

Trail/Transit Construction and Trail Availability 

Increased pedestrian and automobile traffic at Edgevale St and East 
West HWY 

Trail Aesthetics/Maintenance 

Derailment 

Sound Barrier 


Noise, Vibrations and Trail Safety 


Please note that FEIS mitigation methods of noise and vibrations should 
be mandated as part of the construction of the proposed Purple Line 
project from the beginning. Edgevale homeowners should also be given 
the same consideration that has been given to Columbia Country Club 
and the University of Maryland, namely that noise and vibration would be 
mitigated to the extent that it would not disturb people in the club house 
at Columbia CC or the students and researchers at the University of 
Maryland, even though the Dorms and Classroom buildings are located 
further away from the project line than our homes. 


Vibrations: The high frequency of vibrating ground from a high volume 


light rail line would be a significant problem for our community, 
especially for those with homes backing to the project. The project, for 
most of the line, will move at 20 - 30 MPH. What has been proposed 
uniquely for our area is a much more intense use of light rail, moving at 
45 MPH, at most hours of the day, in the narrowest part of the rail 
project, in very close proximity to older homes. We are very concerned 
about the effects of all of these vibrations on our health (mental and 
physical) and on the integrity of our properties. 


Noise: The Edgevale community reviewed the information in the FEIS 
regarding expected noise levels on the trail and the homes adjacent to 
the trail. We understand that MTA has computed these estimated noise 
levels via FTA criteria. These levels, however, have little bearing on the 
actual noise levels that Edgevale residents will experience when in one’s 
back yard or using the trail. The actual peak noise level when a train 
passes by is almost 90 decibels. One cannot carry on a conversation, 
nor hear a bike bell alerting that a biker is passing, at 90 decibels. 
Edgevale residents at home or on the trail, would experience these peak 
noise levels as frequently as every three minutes at most hours of the 
day. The Edgevale community finds these extreme vibration and noise 
levels completely unacceptable and seek significant mitigation. 


Trail users should not be exposed to peak noise levels approaching 90 
decibels. Noise mitigation measures need to be factored into the 
trail/transit design. The Edgevale community endorses the construction 
of a noise barrier, at least 10 feet high, between the trail and the transit 
line, incorporated in the design so no property in taken. Such a barrier 
will help mitigate noise for trail users and Edgevale residents and ensure 
the separation of trail users from the transit line, facilitating safer trail 
use. [Please note: The wall height may need to be higher than 10 feet to 
account for noise emanating from electric catenary wires, a noise source 
which was totally ignored in the FEIS noise analysis.] Importantly, this 
type of noise mitigation will also significantly reduce noise exposures at 
the trail access points and for homes adjacent to these points. Access to 
the transit right-of-way, which are necessary in the 

event of an emergency, may be facilitated by creating occasional gates 
in the noise barrier. 


Additionally, to further mitigate noise and vibration levels for Edgevale 
and surrounding areas, trains should reduce their speed and frequency 
during the early morning and evening hours. We also question 
proposed ridership demand that calls for the light rail to run so frequently 
in the early morning and late at night, and at such extreme hours. 


Visual Impact 


According to the FEIS, Edgevale ranks at the highest level in terms of 
negative visual impact to a community. The old freight train running 2x 
per day through our forested area at 20 MPH, was a minor visual impact. 
270 trains per day at 45 MPH in a tree-less landscape, would be a huge 
negative visual impact. During the early morning and evening hours, 
there would be a substantial visual impact of train headlights and lighting 
in the train cabins whizzing by, as well as the near constant visual 
energy of trains racing by at most other hours, in very close proximity to 
resident's homes. Perhaps the best way to mitigate noise and visual 
impacts in this limited area is with a substantial masonry/concrete wall, 
much like what one would see along an interstate. Such a wall would 
also help guard against derailment (see item #9) and go a long way 
toward mitigating visual and noise impacts to those of us who would be 
immediate neighbors to the rail line. We also recommend special lights 
for the train to minimize light escape into the night sky. 


3. Loss of Tree Canopy and Air Pollution 


According to an American Forest (American Forest.org) analysis of the 
Interim Capital Crescent Trail and the proposed rail line found that with 
75.4% of the Trail covered with trees, 1,683 pounds of air pollutants are 
absorbed from the air each year. They note that, “by absorbing and 
filtering out pollutants, trees perform a vital air 

cleaning service that directly affects the well-being of urban dwellers.” 
This loss of pollution filtering will have direct health impact on Edgevale 
residents, yet there is no analysis of this impact or ways to attempt to 
mitigate it. The FEIS reports the area will be clear cut, with no attempt to 
conserve trees. Also not noted in the FEIS are the many trees that are 
on private property that may die when their root system is damaged 
during construction. We ask that an analysis be done to determine how 
take as few trees as possible, as well as to provide for the removal and 
replanting of trees directly and indirectly killed by the construction of the 
rail line, as close to the community as possible. 


4. Access to the Trail via the Sleaford Rd Access Junction 


The FEIS explains that there will be access from East West HWY to the 
trail along Sleaford Rd, and that this access includes a tunnel 
constructed under the trail/train. The Edgevale community is concerned 
about safety and aesthetic issues raised by a 50 - 60 foot tunnel ina 
residential neighborhood. We respectfully request that the tunnel not be 
lit at the intersection to the trail, so to avoid disturbing the adjacent 
residences and to keep from bringing unnecessary attention to the 
tunnel after dark. We understand that the tunnel should have lighting, we 
request that the lighting be confined to the tunnel itself. In addition, we 
request that the tunnel be equipped with a gate at each end to be 
opened no earlier than 6:00 a.m. and closed no later than 10 p.m. These 
accommodations would be the same as those used by the tunnel which 
runs under Wisconsin Ave. Currently, the Bethesda Urban Partnership 
takes responsibility for the Wisconsin Ave tunnel including daily gate 
opening and closing, general maintenance and graffiti removal. We 
would recommend a similar arrangement be made for the new tunnel. 


Finally, the community requests that MTA and Montgomery County work 
with those individual home owners that would be impacted by the access 
trail and tunnel to make accommodations for safety, security, and 
aesthetics to meet homeowners concerns. 


5. Trail/Transit Construction and Trail Availability 


Information on the construction phase of the Purple Line is very limited 
in the FEIS. As the Edgevale community will not only be severely 
impacted by the construction of the train and access points, but as right- 
of-ways for construction vehicles as well, we request the following 
accommodations: 

The Edgevale community requests active engagement with MTA and the 
construction contractor during the building phase. The community would 
provide a community representative(s) to participate in a community 
advisory board or at regular meetings in order to be updated on progress 
and to actively participate in the decision making process. 

Construction in residential areas must be limited to the times of 8 a.m. to 
5 p.m., weekdays and 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. on weekends. 

Construction vehicles, of any sort, will not be allowed to idle at anytime. 
Heavy construction equipment will not be parked in the neighborhood, 
which includes the East West Hwy Conservation Area. 

Construction access to the trail/transit right-of-way shall be from 
Connecticut Ave or Pearl Street. 

Purple Line employees, unless visiting a particular home/s for an 
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appointment, will park at municipal lots, rather than park on Edgevale 
Street or Court. 

All Purple Line employees working in our neighborhood and their 
vehicles will have clearly visible identification at all times. Necessary 
vehicles will abide by local parking rules. 

All Purple Line employees working in our neighborhood will be held to a 
high degree of professional and personal conduct behavior. Monthly 
snail or email mail updates (depending on individual neighbor needs) on 
the status of construction activity and plans for the next month will be 
provided to the community representative/s and the homeowners 
adjacent to the trail. 

Access to any private property must be requested by snail mail/email 
according to neighbor need, 72 hours in advance and must be explicitly 
made to the homeowner. 


Finally, it is very important to the Edgevale community that the trail be 
available for use for the greatest extent possible during construction. It 
would be entirely unacceptable if the trail was unavailable for any 
significant period of time, as many of us use the trail for commuting to 
work and/or school, regular errands, and fitness. 


6. Trail Aesthetics/Maintenance 


The Edgevale Community understands that while MTA and its 
construction company will build the trail/transit complex, Montgomery 
County will finance trail construction and retain the responsibility to 
maintain the trail long-term. The Edgevale 

community believes that the trail should be a key consideration at the 
time of construction, With the construction of the Purple Line, Edgevale 
residents will lose the de facto quiet, linear park that is a neighborhood 
treasure. This permanent loss needs to be properly accounted for with 
ample investment in and careful consideration of the trail experience. To 
that end, we request that the following accommodations within the 
current Purple Line and trail footprint to enhance the post-Purple Line 
trail aesthetics and experience: 

The conservation and/or re-planting of as many trees as possible to 
provide shade relief, absorb air pollution, as well as provide visual 
mitigation to the area, which according to the FEIS, will have major 
negative visual impact. This is the least MTA can do for this community. 
Shaded benches should be placed at equal intervals along the trail. 
Careful consideration should be given to drainage to avoid ponding of 
bbe on the trail and any negative impacts on plantings in the "green" 
median. 

Edgevale is mostly downhill of the project. Storm water run-off must get 
careful attention. 


As these matters will have to be discussed as part of the trail/transit 
construction, the Edgevale Community's interests should be adequately 
represented if our Association is afforded the opportunity to participate in 
a construction advisory committee, as noted above under item 5. 


7. Increased pedestrian and automobile traffic at Edgevale St and East 
West HWY 


As there is currently no public access to the trail from the Edgevale 
community and with the addition of the Sleaford Rd access, the 
Edgevale community anticipates increased automobile traffic within our 
neighborhood, as well as pedestrian traffic across East West HWY from 
neighboring communities, especially during weekends and 

holidays. Currently, given the topography of East West HWY at 
Edgevale St, itis VERY 

difficult to see traffic coming (as a motorist, bicyclist or pedestrian) from 


either direction, especially given the high rate of speed at which cars, 
buses and trucks regularly travel. Despite the 35mph speed limit, 
vehicles regularly exceed 50mph as they travel downhill in the direction 
of Edgevale St. Individuals regularly cross East West HWY in order to 
use the Metro bus system, with bus stops located on each side of the 
HWY. We respectfully request that the following accommodations be 
made to ensure the safety and security of our residents: 

A traffic light should be installed at Edgevale St. and East West Hwy to 
allow for pedestrians to safely cross East West HWY. This light will 
additionally allow the residents of the Edgevale Community to safely exit 
onto East West HWY, especially during hours of peak congestion when 
it is difficult to turn onto East West HWY. As an added measure, the 
traffic light could be speed sensitive (similar to lights used in other 
jurisdictions, such as Arlington, VA) such that the light would 
automatically turn red for vehicles that were exceeding the speed limit in 
either direction. In Bethesda’s Kenwood neighborhood, Brookside Dr. 
exits at River Road. A sensor reads that a car is waiting, and a light 
change is set. 


We request a wider sidewalk be installed from the trail access point at 
the Sleaford/East West HWY intersection that includes a "green strip" 
between the curb of East West HWY and side walk, as has been 
installed up the road next to Columbia Country Club. Separation from 
the curb is a key to safety. Montgomery County's own transportation 
plan for East West HWY calls for the green strip. Additionally, to enable 
safe pedestrian egress from Edgevale St. to the tunnel, a short section 
of sidewalk on the east side of Edgevale Street along the East West 
Highway Conservation Area would improve pedestrian safety to the 
tunnel. We are aware that East West HWY Is a state road. We ask 
MTA to work with the State Highway Administration to make these 
mitigations happen. 


8. Derailing 


We request that the possibility of both a derailment be considered and 
planned for. Normally, a light rail train, like those found all over Europe, 
is not a derailing concern because it moves at 20 or 30 MPH (often with 
traffic). However, the proposed design 

speed through our neighborhood is the highest on the entire proposed 
route. Trains will be moving at 50+ MPH. This type of speed, combined 
with the weight of the trains, causes legitimate concerns about derailing. 
The kinetic energy of trains moving at 45+ MPH is huge and, if they 
were to derail, they would destroy any house in its path. More space 
and setbacks would help guard against derailing. However, the Right of 
Way (ROW) is actually at its narrowest point in our neighborhood (66', 
by comparison, the ROW through CCC is about 100' wide). Perhaps 
the best way to guard against derailing is to either limit speed or provide 
physical design barriers to trap/channel a derailed train. We are not 
design engineers, but perhaps lowering/depressing the train route into 
the ground and providing a reinforced concrete wall of some appropriate 
height to help contain a derailed train. Also, if a derailed train were to 
strike the center poles carrying the overhead electric wire, it is 
conceivable that the wire could fall over and come into contact with the 
proposed barrier fence that MTA wants to put on top of the 4’ sound 
walls, thereby charging the fence and creating an electrocution hazard. 
To help prevent such an occurrence we seek ways to "ground" fencing 
or otherwise insulate the electrical system. 


Sound Barrier 


According to the FEIS, a 4’ sound barrier will be installed. However at 
the special community meeting for homes backing to the trail in 


Edgevale and East Bethesda in August 2013, officials stated clearly that 
the wall in our area would be at least 6’. Please update the FEIS to 
honor this statement, as well as understand that the Edgevale 
community seeks a wall of 10’ to try to mitigate the severe visual impact 
level, etc., as outlined above. 


11. Conclusion 


The Edgevale Community again appreciates the opportunity to provide 
these comments to MTA. Please contact Lynda Williams at 301-767- 
5044 or 3suns5@gmail.com, or Kate Detwiler at 703-351-8788 or 
Kate. Detwiler@gmail.com to address any questions you may have 
regarding the concerns of the Edgevale Community on these matters. 
Thank you for considering our perspectives. 


Sincerely, 
Lynda Williams 
President, Edgevale Community Association 


Cc:Mike Madden, Purple Line Project, MTA 

Roger Berliner, Montgomery County Council Member, District 1 
Rich Madaleno, MD Senator, District 18 

Al Carr, MD State Representative, District 18 

Chris Van Hollen, MD, 8th Congressional District 

Arthur Holmes, Direct, Montgomery County DOT 
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SLIGO-BRANVIEW COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 


Sligo Branview Community Association (SBCA) Comments and Suggestions 
on the Purple Line (PL) Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) signed 
28 August 2013 


Representatives of the SBCA’ reviewed and discussed relevant sections of the Final FEIS for the 
proposed Purple Line (PL) light rail transit project. The proposed alignment for the project 
passes through or in close proximity to our neighborhood, at grade, in mixed traffic and through 
a tunnel, with 3 stations (Manchester Place, Long Branch, and Piney Branch) in our immediate 
vicinity. As such, residents and businesses in our neighborhood will be directly impacted not 
only during the construction phase but for decades to come. For this reason, we have studied the 
voluminous materials comprising the FEIS and have the following comments and concerns 
which we expect not only the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) but also Montgomery 
County (MoCo) agencies and our representatives at the states and local levels to respond to. By 
response, we mean action — making appropriate adjustments to the preliminary plans and 
working with SBCA and the other affected civic associations and their members along the entire 
route as the process moves forward. 


Traffic Management: The PL will be at grade, in mixed traffic along Wayne Ave. up to the 
tunnel east of Manchester Rd., and again from Arliss St. and Piney Branch Rd. to Piney Branch 
Rd. and University Blvd. The intersections at Sligo Creek Pkwy./Wayne Ave., Manchester Rd. 
/Wayne Ave., Arliss St./Piney Branch Rd. and Flower Ave./Piney Branch Rd. are already 
heavily congested at peak hours and are failing. MTA’s own traffic forecasts with the Purple 
Line, envision worsening congestion over the next two decades and beyond. At the same time, 
the time savings attributed to the PL between Dale Drive and Piney Branch stations Park are at 
odds with those traffic forecasts, (assuming trip times of less than 12 minutes versus present bus 
times of over 20 minutes at peak hours). Our concern is that the FEIS documents and 
discussions with MTA and MoCo representatives present woefully insufficient measures along 
this alignment to offset the negative congestion impacts the PL will exacerbate, especially at 
peak hours. These negative effects are due largely to the fact that the PL travels in mixed traffic 
in this area. Changes are called for regarding: 


e Roadway widening near congested intersections 
e Changes to bus routes/schedules on congested roadways 
e Traffic calming on side streets. 


While the FEIS documentation indicates some changes to the roadway along Wayne and Arliss 
to reduce congestion, those measures are partial and incomplete, largely comprised of right turn 
lanes added to a couple of intersections. Road widening to permit right and left turn lanes in 
addition to through lanes should be instituted at Wayne Ave./Sligo Creek Pkwy., in both 
directions, Wayne Ave. and Manchester Rd., and Arliss St./Piney Branch Rd. Regarding bus 
routes and schedules, there are currently 6 lines running along the most congested parts of 


* The SBCA section of East Silver Spring totals over 940 single family homes plus 64 townhouses and some 
apartments. 
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Wayne Ave. which stop all along the street, especially at the choke point between Manchester 

Rd. and Sligo Creek Pkwy. The FEIS indicates only a single change (J4 metro bus) in 

routes/schedules leaving the PL to compete with all of the remaining lines for road space and 

headway through our community. Buses should be rerouted off of critical stretches of Wayne 

Ave. and Flower Ave. and/or their schedules reduced, not increased during peak hours. Beyond 

bus schedules and routes, the location of stops needs to be changed significantly to accommodate 

the PL. The drawings in Vol. II of the FEIS for Wayne Ave. are either vague or inappropriate 

regarding bus stop locations. Wayne Ave. between Sligo Creek Pkwy and the PL tunnel should 

be free of bus stops. Those stops should be moved to other streets (route changes) or further east 
on Wayne Ave. (above Manchester PI.) and west on Wayne Ave. (west of Sligo Creek Pkwy.). 


Congestion along Wayne Ave., Flower Ave. and Piney Branch Rd. at peak hours has given rise 
to growing “cut through” traffic on residential side streets (Eton Rd., Bradford Rd. - east and 
west of Wayne Ave., Plymouth St., Manchester Rd. - east and west of Wayne Ave., Manchester 
Pl. and Walden Rd.). These streets are narrow and cannot accommodate vehicles traveling at 
even moderate speeds to skirt traffic on the main roads. Traffic calming measures are called for, 
whether in the form of “right turn only” off of the main roadway at peak hours, speed bumps or 
similar measures. None of these appear to have been considered in the FEIS but must be in order 
for our neighborhood roads to remain just that, residential side streets. 


Pedestrian Access and Safety: The drawings in the FEIS are not particularly informative 
about pedestrian access along the PL route and in and around the Manchester Place station. 
Where the PL crosses pedestrian crosswalks, either signals or “must stop” signage should be 
used. For the Manchester Place station, complete ADA compliant sidewalks on both sides of the 
station and to the entrances must be provided. FEIS drawings indicate pedestrians on Wayne 
Ave. cannot access the Manchester Place station directly from Wayne Ave which will seriously 
impact access to the station by the majority of potential users of that station, i.e., people residing 
in the multi-unit garden and high-rise apartments as well as single family homes on the north 
side of Wayne Ave. Moreover, quality and placement of lighting, stairways and elevators are not 
described but are of great concern to the community. Safety is also a major concern: the 
drawings indicate no barriers to entering the tunnel from Wayne Ave. nor from Plymouth St., 
merely retaining walls. The FEIS contains no analysis of maximum safe speeds in mixed traffic 
in hilly, residential neighborhoods such as those along Wayne Ave., nor of incident management 
in the event of sudden braking to avoid collision with pedestrians or cyclists crossing in its path. 
We implore the MTA’s PL team to spend more time (and money) on these access and safety 
issues than on ‘Art in Transit’ features and shrubbery choices. 


Residential Parking: According to the FEIS, no parking facilities are to be provided at the 
Manchester Place, Long Branch, nor Piney Branch PL stations. The assumption is that all riders 
will walk or take buses to these stations, at all times of year, regardless of weather, distance or 
ambulatory ability. Many civic associations and their members have repeatedly expressed 
skepticism, indeed disbelief to MTA and MoCo transportation officials regarding this 
assumption. Many people in the area who plan to use the PL have explicitly indicated they 
would drive to the station and try to park on the side streets. The side streets in the SBCA 
neighborhood tend to be quite narrow, indeed narrower than those found elsewhere in East Silver 
Spring and are too narrow to accommodate parking on both sides and still permit safe passage of 
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vehicles traveling in two directions. At present, there are no parking restrictions on any side 

streets off of Wayne Ave., Flower Ave., Arliss St. or Piney Branch Rd. For the PL, parking is to 

be eliminated on Arliss St. For streets within 5 blocks of the Manchester Place stations (Eton 

Rd., Bradford Rd., Plymouth St., Reading Rd., Manchester Pl.), the county should institute 

permit parking for residents of those streets. For the Long Branch Station on Arliss Rd., permit 

parking should be instituted on Walden Rd., Garland Ave., and Plymouth St. Moreover, the 

county should provide public parking close to the Long Branch Station (which is recommended 
in the new draft Long Branch Sector Plan). 


TPSS Station-Arliss: The FEIS proposes a Traction Power Substation (TPSS) on the north side 
of Arliss St. and Flower Ave. This is a long structure ~52 feet, which will “hum” 24/7, to be 
sited above grade in a highly visible location next to multi-family residences”. The FEIS states 
that the TPSS will be “disguised” as a windowless home, 10’ x 60’ with large gates for a truck 
entrance. This is visually unacceptable and invites crime (common with unoccupied structures). 
The intended site for this TPSS is adjacent to the PL Wayne Ave. - to - Arliss St. tunnel, near the 
Arliss St. end. This end of the tunnel is to be built by the open trenching method. Since this is 
the case and since this type of TPSS can be buried, as has been done in other US localities (eg 
Anaheim CA). The structure to house this TPSS should be incorporated into the tunnel structure 
near the intended site. By doing this, the TPSS access and water management concerns, which 
are similar to those for the train tunnel maintenance can be addressed concurrently. If this 
proves to be infeasible, the TPSS should be still be buried elsewhere on that site. 


Noise and Vibration: The FEIS notes but does not adequately address noise produced by the 
PL trains: Wheel squeal, warning bells, horns and possibly train gate closures. The PL train will 
pass literally 100s of residencies in our neighborhood. As it does, it will generate noise from 
wheel squeal (especially at turning points of which there are several in our area), sound warning 
bells at all manner of crossings, and horns.* The abatement methods suggested in the FEIS (train 
skirts) are inadequate and sound barriers are ineffective in mixed traffic. Experience from other 
Light Rail Transit (LRT) systems in the US indicates more effective methods including 
continuous track lubrication to deal with wheel squeal. Other means need to be identified for 
reducing the decibel level of warning bells and horns. There is no mention in the FEIS of ‘train 
gates” yet these are currently used in Baltimore. Much more needs to be done to address these 
matters to comply fully with County standards on acceptable noise levels. 


The SBCA and its members, together with other civic associations along Wayne Ave., Arliss St., 
and Piney Branch Rd. are sharing our strong concerns with you on these matters to ensure it fits 
well with our neighborhoods which it is ostensibly meant to serve. We are aware that some of the 
changes we are insisting on will cost money. However, the amounts in questions are modest by 
any standard, and relative to the costly changes recently incorporated into the design of the PL in 
Bethesda and Chevy Chase to mitigate negative impacts in those neighborhoods. The residents 
of our areas merit the same consideration. We are the riders and taxpayers who will use and pay 


* The FEIS designates Wayne Ave as a ‘high impact’ area (chapter 4): “an extensive change to visual character 
constituting high visual effect would occur along ...Wayne Ave.....For visual impacts, continued coordination with EJ 
populations and assessment of design and aesthetic treatments...will be performed during further design 
development to address adverse visual impacts’ 

? It is unclear whether train gates are to be used at signal crossings and other points along the alignment. 
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SBCA 

Silver Spring, MD 

21 October 2013 

for this important project. Our concerns are valid and our proposals for modification should be 
acted upon by the MTA and by the relevant MoCo agencies. 


Thank you for your consideration. We look forward to working with MTA and MoCo agencies 
to take the necessary actions to fully respond to these concerns. 


William R. Mentzer Jr. 

President 

Sligo Branview Community Association 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20901 


Dist: 

MTA Purple Line: FEIS@purplelinemd.com 

Henry Kay, Maryland Transit Administration: hkay@mta.md.gov 

Michael Madden, MTA Director, Purple Line Project: mmadden@mta.md.gov 
State Delegate, Sheila Hixson: sheila.hixson.annapolis@house.state.md.us 

State Delegate, Tom Hucker: tom.hucker@house.state.md.us 

State Delegate, Heather Mizeur: heather.mizeur@house.state.md.us 

State Senator, Jamie Raskin: jamie.raskin@senate.state.md.us 

County Executive, Isiah Leggett: ocemail@montgomerycountymd.gov 
Councilmember, Valerie Ervin: Councilmember.ervin@montgomerycountymd.gov 
Gary Erenrich, Montgomery County Department of Transportation: 
gerenreich@montgomerycountymd.gov 

Ms. Francoise Carrier, Montgomery County Planning Board: MCP-Chair@mncppc-mc.org 
Katherine Shaver: katherine.shaver@washpost.com 

Aline Barros: abarros@gazette.net 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


John A. 
Magarelli 
WMATA 


JMagarelli@wmata.com 


The Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority (WMATA) 
appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the Purple Line 
FEIS. As the regional transit operator in the Washington metropolitan 
area, WMATA supports the efforts of the Maryland Transit 
Administration (MTA) to expand transit service in the Purple Line 
corridor and improve the quality of life for metropolitan area residents 
and visitors. 


Please note the following comments: 


1. Chapter 3- General: WMATA continues its capacity analysis of 
its Metrorail Silver Spring Station, in which the transfers between the 
MTA Purple Line and the WMATA Metrorail Line are being evaluated. 

2. Chapter 4- General: The Silver Spring Station of the Purple 
Line should accommodate any future aerial connection to the WMATA's 
Metrorail Station in both design and construction of structure and 
utilities. 

3. Chapter 5- General: While still in draft, the WMATA capacity 
analysis found that without a future aerial connection between the two 
Silver Spring Stations, both the Purple Line and Metrorail Station would 
experience increased congestion in the peak hour by 2020. 

4. Chapter 3- General: MTA should use WMATA's recent report 
"Operations Plan for Metrobus in Bus Rapid Transit/Light Rail 
Transit/Streetcar Corridors" as guidance for the Purple Line's 
relationship to bus services in the corridor. 

5. Chapter 4: WMATA does not agree with the statement "Within 
the cumulative impact study area, the only wetland know to be 
susceptible to forseeable development is along the Indian Creek stream 
valley (Northeast Branch), where transit-oriented development at the 
Greenbelt Metrorail Station is a potential threat to the wetlands". 
Wetlands at the station will be protected, and not impacted by future 
transit-oriented development. Please revise noted statement 
accordingly. 


We look forward to continued coordination with MTA on the next phases 
of this project. 


Sincerely, 


John A. Magarelli, P.E. 

Senior Civil/Transit Engineer 

Office of Real Estate & Station Planning 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
600 5th Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20001 

(202)962-1357 


[cid:image003.png@01CA9903.12B47B50] 
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Ralph 

Bennett 

ralph@bfmarch.com 

This message is a response to the Final Environment Impact Statement 


as 
published on the MTA website. 


Purple Line NOW is an advocacy group whose Founder, Harry Sanders, 
along 

with some foresighted Montgomery County residents first conceived of a 
light rail line between Bethesda and Silver Spring. As the organization 
has grown, so has the scope of the project. We include Chambers of 
Commerce, Businesses, Civic Groups and individuals among supporters 
of 

the project. 


Purple Line NOW would like to convey to the federal decision makers 
the 

extraordinary unity of support for this project on the part of the 
elected officials from Prince George's and Montgomery Counties, the 
Governor and his administration, and the communities that the Purple 
Line will serve. 


We would also like you to know that we applaud the manner in which the 
Maryland Transit Administration has done extensive community 
outreach 

and responded to local concerns as they have designed an outstanding 
project. 


| wish to communicate enthusiastic support for the project and its 
conduct by the Maryland Transit Administration. 


Ralph Bennett 
President 
Purple Line NOW 


115 Southwood Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 
20901 

301.593.6411 
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First Name : Wayne 

Last Name : Phyillaier 
Business/Agency/Associati Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail 
on Name : 

Email Address : phyilla1 @gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 
Please accept the Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail comments on 
the Purple Line FEIS, attached as a pdf file. 


The FEIS statements about CSXT right-of-way show a need for MTA 
and MCDOT to coordinate more carefully on the design of the Capital 
Crescent Trail. Some aspects of the proposed trail design point to a 
need for the MTA and MCDOT design team to bring in designers who 
have specific trail design training, experience, and responsibility. 


Submitted by Wayne Phyillaier, on behalf of the CCCT Board 


Attachments : FEIScomments.pdf (91 kb) 








CRESCENT 
TRAIL 


P.O. Box 30703, Bethesda, MD 20824-0703 


October 21, 2013 
TO: Purple Line FEIS Comment, Maryland Transit Administration 
FROM: Ron Tripp, Chair, Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail (CCCT) 
RE: Completing the Capital Crescent Trail integral with the Purple Line 


FEIS COMMENTS 


The Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail (CCCT) is an all volunteer 
organization founded as a 501c3 charitable organization. We organized in 1986 
when the B&O Railroad ceased operations in the Georgetown Branch Corridor. 
Our mission is to convert the abandoned corridor into a high quality shared use 
trail, to complete the trail into Silver Spring, and to provide education and 
amenities to make the trail safe and attractive to use. We have over 2000 
supporters and we are widely regarded as the leading regional organization to 
speak on behalf of trail users. 


CCCT takes no position to support or oppose shared use of the trail with transit 
in the Georgetown Branch Corridor between Bethesda and Silver Spring, but if 
the public does choose to build the Purple Line then the CCCT insists that the 
trail be built integral with the Purple Line as a high quality, full width trail 
continuous from Bethesda to Silver Spring. The trail should be fully integrated 
into the Purple Line at all transit stations to develop the full potential of the trail to 
support pedestrian and cycling in mixed-mode transportation uses. The trail 
must be built in a manner consistent with its being a critical part of the regional 
shared use trail network. 


CSXT right-of-way: 


A right-of-way agreement is essential to the Purple Line/CCT project because the 
Purple Line and CCT are both planned to be in the CSXT operating corridor 
between Talbot Avenue and downtown Silver Spring. The FEIS states at 
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, pp. 25-27: 


“The Preferred Alternative as shown in the FEIS includes 
completing the Capital Crescent Trail in CSXT right-of-way in 
accordance with the County’s plan. The completion of the trail 
along the CSXT corridor, however, is contingent on agreement 


between Montgomery County and CSXT on the use of their 
property on the north side of the CSXT tracks for the trail. If 
agreement is not reached by the time the Purple Line construction 
occurs, MTA would construct the trail from Bethesda to Talbot 
Avenue. From Talbot Avenue to Silver Spring an interim signed 
bike route on local streets would be used...” 


The FEIS implies that it is the responsibility of Montgomery County to get CSXT 
right-of-way for the trail. This is contrary to the understanding that the County 
Executive and MCDOT has always had with MTA on this issue, and is a position 
that is completely unacceptable to CCCT. County Executive Ike Leggett 
addressed this issue in an October 10, 2013 letter to the Montgomery County 
Council, stating in part: 


“lam just as concerned as the County Council as to how this 
stalemate between MTA and CSXT occurred. It is clearly MTA’s 
responsibility to negotiate and obtain the necessary right-of-way 
from CSXT. The completion of a continuous Capital Crescent Trail 
has always been an integral part of the Purple Line project. After 
receiving your memorandum, | directed MCDOT to have 
discussions with MTA about our deep concerns and to explore 
ways to resolve the matter. The Department insisted on the 
position it was MTA’s full responsibility to complete these 
negotiations, requested additional engineering details and offered 
engineering assistance on the matter.” 


The FEIS also implies that if CSXT right-of-way is not available then it would be 
necessary and acceptable for the trail to use a signed bike route on local streets. 
This is wrong. There are alternatives to using CSXT right-of-way that will support 
an off-road trail that would be far superior to an on-road route. Trail planners 
have known of these alternatives for many years. They were documented and 
approved by the Planning Board in the “Capital Crescent Trail/Metropolitan 
Branch Trail Facility Plan”, M-NCPPC 2001 report. Most recently these 
alternatives have been evaluated by the trail design consultants Toole Design 
Group (TDG) and reported in a Sept. 16, 2013 Memorandum to M-NCPPC: 
“Peer Review of Trail Projects — Capital Crescent Trail and Silver Spring Green 
Trail’. CCCT agrees with the finding of TDG in their “Peer Review” 
memorandum that the trail alignment in the CSXT right-of-way is to be preferred 
as giving the best and most direct trail, but an alignment that uses Lyttonsville 
Road and the west side of 16" Street is a feasible alternative. That alignment 
could avoid CSXT right-of-way and would support a reasonably good off-road 
trail. 


MTA has recently received correspondence from CSXT that states it will allow 
the trail to use CSXT right-of-way, provided that a 50 foot offset is maintained. 
MTA has stated it can satisfy this requirement by making some adjustments in 


the trail alignment, and is proceeding to develop the trail design along the CSXT 
corridor as shown in the Purple Line concept plan. The issue of completing the 
trail without CSXT right-of-way remains important, however, because right-of-way 
negotiations could still collapse. CSXT has been difficult to negotiate with and 
there are still significant issues such as cost and liability to be resolved. It is 
important that MTA accept responsibility to negotiate CSXT right-of-way. It is 
important that MTA be prepared to build an off-road trail on one of the alternative 
alignments in the unfortunate event that right-of-way negotiations collapse. 


Trail design at Talbot Avenue: 


MTA has recently presented Purple Line design drawings that show a new trail 
alignment in the vicinity of Talbot Avenue. This new alignment has the trail 
adjacent to the north side of Talbot Avenue and crossing the CSXT tracks ona 
new two-lane vehicle bridge across the CSXT tracks in the same area where the 
historic single-lane bridge is today. The trail would then continue east toward 
Silver Spring on Fourth Avenue. This new alignment avoids the problem of 
needing CSXT right-of-way that would violate the 50 foot offset requirement. 


The Toole Design Group presented a technical assessment of the new trail 
design at Talbot Avenue in its Sept. 16 “Peer Review” memo to M-NCPPC. TDG 
notes that the nominal 10 foot wide trail is immediately against a wall on one side 
and the Talbot Avenue curb on the other, with no buffer or shy spaces. This 
seriously violates current trail design guidelines and best practices. The effective 
trail width would be only 6 feet here because two feet at the curb and also at the 
wall cannot be effectively used. This new proposed trail design is not acceptable 
and must be reworked. 


TDG recommends several trail design alternatives at Talbot Avenue that would 
better meet trail design requirements. One alternative would use bike lanes on 
Talbot Avenue, another would use a “fully shared” redesigned Talbot Avenue for 
trail traffic. While CCCT agrees with TDG that these alternatives would be better 
than a trail with only a 6 foot effective width, nonetheless CCCT cannot support 
these proposed alternatives because a regional off-road trail like the CCT must 
be consistently off-road over its length to achieve its full potential. 


TDG recommended another trail alternative at Talbot Avenue that can work, if 
modified. That is to return to an earlier concept that would use a new trail bridge 
built on a diagonal across the CSXT tracks several hundred feet west of the 
Talbot Avenue vehicle bridge. The trail would use some CSXT right-of-way and 
property from several private yards on the north side of the railbed to reach the 
trail bridge, and the bridge would land at Michigan Avenue on the south side. But 
this would violate the 50 foot offset rule for CSXT right-of-way. CCCT suggests a 
modification - the bridge can be built near Hanover Street on the north side, and 
land at Lanier Drive on the south side. This could avoid all CSXT right-of-way 
and would need property from only one private side yard. A trail ramp would be 


needed along the north side of Talbot Avenue from Lanier Drive to Michigan 
Drive and beyond. We can modifyi this block of Talbot Avenue to become a one- 
way street to make space for a full width ramp. 


CCCT is not advocating for this trail bridge alternative at this time — it needs to be 
evaluated by the MCDOT/MTA Purple Line design team. But CCCT strongly 
supports the TDG conclusion that the current trail design at Talbot Avenue is 
unacceptable and must be redone. 


Bethesda Purple Line Station: 


The FEIS presents only one design concept for the Purple Line and CCT at 
Bethesda. That concept would build the Purple Line station platform under the 
APEX building and would divert the CCT onto a surface route through Elm Street 
Park and across Wisconsin Avenue at-grade. CCCT believes this design 
concept fails badly. It does not preserve the off-road crossing of busy Wisconsin 
Avenue that the trail has today. An off-road crossing is needed for the trail in this 
heavily trafficked area. 


The Montgomery County Planning Dept. is developing a Master Plan 
Amendment that would enable the APEX Building to be torn down before the 
Purple Line is built, and then be replaced by a new building designed to 
incorporate the station platforms, a larger, more open transit plaza and also a 
potential bike station. MTA has developed concept plans that show the Purple 
Line station would be much better if the APEX building is torn down before 
Purple Line construction begins. A new trail tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue 
would be possible with this concept. CCCT urges MTA to continue to work with 
Montgomery County to accommodate this new Bethesda Purple Line Station 
concept. While the trail tunnel at Wisconsin Avenue will be the responsibility of 
the County, it is in the interests of the Purple Line project to have this improved 
station design and to have a fully functional CCT that provides direct access to 
the Purple Line platforms. 


Other CCT design issues: 


There are many smaller CCT design details in the FEIS that should be improved 
if the Purple Line design proceeds to final design and construction. Many of 
these issues relate to local pedestrian and cyclist access between the CCT and 
the Purple Line stations along the route, and trail access to local streets. The 
TDG “Peer Review” addresses many of these access design issues. In general, 
sidewalks and trail ramps at access points are sometimes stingy in width or do 
not follow “desire lines” as well as possible. Bike parking at Purple Line stations 
and lighting along the trail are also identified as needing more attention. 


While CCCT is not had time to examine the TDG recommendations and is not 
prepared to endorse their recommendations at this time, the TDG assessment 
does serve to show that more careful design work is needed at trail access 
points. We also agree with TDG that a more systematic evaluation of bike 
parking and trail lighting is warranted. 


MCDOT/MTA trail design resources: 


Several major trail design issues have surfaced in the FEIS that cause CCCT to 
ask whether the MCDOT/MTA design team has the commitment and the 
resources needed to properly design a multi-use trail of high regional importance 
like the CCT. MTA asserts in the FEIS that MCDOT has responsibility to get 
CSXT right-of-way, yet MCDOT strongly disputes this. Neither MTA nor MCDOT 
appear to realize there are better alternatives to using CSXT right-of-way than to 
dump the CCT onto local streets, even though off-road alternatives are apparent 
and have been known to many trail planners for years. MCDOT and MTA are 
proposing a trail design at Talbot Avenue that fails to meet basic trail design 
guidelines and best practices. 


MCDOT has the responsibility to provide to MTA the trail design criteria for the 
CCT. MTA has the responsibility to negotiate right-of-way with CSXT, and to 
design and build the CCT integral with the Purple Line. Montgomery County is 
responsible for providing the funds to pay for the CCT. MCDOT and MTA must 
act well together as a CCT design team if we are going to realize the potential of 
the CCT. If the Purple Line proceeds to final design, the design team should 
include designers who have professional training and experience specific to 
multi-use trail design, and who have the responsibility to design the CCT to meet 
or exceed current trail design guidelines and best practices. 


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the FEIS. 


On behalf of the CCCT Board: 

Ron Tripp, CCCT Chair 

Greg Drury, CCCT Light Rail Committee Chair 
Wayne Phyillaier, CCCT Treasurer 


cc. by email to: 
County Executive Ike Leggett 
MCDOT (Holmes, Erinrich) 
Montgomery County Council 
Montgomery County Planning Board 
MTA (Madden) 
M-NCPPC Planning (Anspacher, Autrey) 
WABA (Farthing) 
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First Name: Charlotte 
Last Name : Coftield 


Business/Agency/Associati Lyttonsville CommunityCivic Association 
on Name : 


Email Address : cacoffield@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 


Dear Maryland Transit Administration: 


Thankyou for the opportunity to comment on the Purple Line's Final 
Environmentallmpact Statement (FEIS) on behalf of theLyttonsville 
Community Civic Association. | We do supportthe Purple Line, which 
runs through our community. Also we have a goodrelationship the MTA 
staff and look forward to continuing that as the PLproject moves forward. 
However, the FEIS document raises some concernsabout the 
construction period and the long term operations. 


Within our community are public institutions and parks, andthe Pilgrim 
Baptist Church. Theconstruction period does not appear to recognize 
the special needs of ourcommunity. The three required waysadverse 
environmental impacts must be addressed by FEIS are: Avoidance of 
identified adverse impacts;Minimization of adverse impacts; Mitigation of 
all/partial adverse impacts notavoided or minimized acceptably—noise, 
vibration, air pollution, water,traffic/roadbeds, etc. 


However, FEIS does not include Lyttonsville or the rest ofour Census 
Tract in its Section 4(f) segment (in Chapters 4, 5 and 6) eventhough 
this is an essential requirement for the Purple Line to receive up to 
onebillion dollars of Federal funding. 


Our population and residences are included within the Purple Line 
Corridordefined as 500 feet on either side of the light rail alignment 
and/or one-halfmile radius of the future Lyttonsville Light Rail Station. 
Based on the FEISstudy area demographic analysis, Lyttonsville is an 
environmental justice(minority) population that needs special attention 
from the MTA Purple Lineproject. 


Our comments relate to the Purple Line short-term construction period 
and thelong-term Purple Line operations. 


Construction Period - 2015 - 2020 


We requestthat MTA respond to the following issues related to adverse 
environmentalimpacts; 


Construction period activities at and near the futureLyttonsville Rail 
Yard and Station are expected to create impacts on adjacentlocation. 


-- Truck haulage of materials and spoil on atwenty-four-seven basis 
through our community. 


-- Construction and operation of a construction periodstaging area on 
the future Lyttonsville Rail Yard and use of the staging areafor 
construction activity six days a work week year round. 


-- Construction of the Lyttonsville Station and Purple Linetracks 
including replacement of the Lyttonsville Place Bridge, replacement 
ofthe Talbot Avenue Bridge, and including a secondary staging area in 
theLyttonsville community between Kansas Avenue and Michigan 
Avenue on CSXproperty. 


-- Construction of a Purple Line Operations Center attachedto 
Lyttonsville Place Bridge and the Lyttonsville Storage and Operations 
Yard. 


-- Use of front and/or side yards of several homes along thealignment 
on Talbot Avenue, as well as facilities on the grounds of anapartment 
complex and the Albert Stewart Lane cul-de-sac. 


--Address disturbance of animalhabitat impact on the community due to 
vibration, noise and spoil removal. 


-- We expect thatthe above-mentioned activities will cause adverse 
impact that calls forconcurrent MTA avoidance, mitigations which may 
include compensation andoffsetting accommodations and benefits, 
especially important in ourenvironmental justice community. 


These specifics are a description of our concerns: 


Avoidance of noise, vibration, dust and harmful chemicalcompounds in 
the ambient environment and where avoidance is not possible,minimize 
noise, vibration and air pollution. What cannot be avoidedor minimized, 
mitigate the effects by means of community accommodation inpublic 
facilities, parklands and recreation areas including the Gwendolyn 
CoffieldRecreation Center, as well as the Pilgrim Baptist Church and the 
Rosemary HillsElementary School. 


Because of our community environmental justice status, 
additionalaccommodations and special attention by MTA is necessary 
for our community‘swell-being. To achieve this, we request that an MTA 
Purple Line workinggroup be established with Lyttonsville during the 
entire constructionperiod. The purpose for this working group would be 
to negotiateacceptable levels of construction noise, vibration, air 
pollution and roadtraffic by Purple Line contractors hauling materials and 
spoil to and fromstaging areas in Lyttonsville and re-routing traffic 
around closed bridges androads during construction. If an acceptable 
noise level cannot bereached, it may be necessary to relocate some 
residents during construction. 


The Rosemary Hills and Lyttonsville Park and the CoffieldCommunity 
Center will bear the burden of use of large numbers of off- 
dutyconstruction contract workers during meal breaks and leisure-time 
activities ashas happened in previous construction activities at the 
Montgomery CountyRide-On bus depot, causing increasing amounts of 
refuse, litter and extra useof athletic fields, parks, and open area 
recreational facilities. 


The Coffield Community Center is likely to have added use during 
theconstruction period which may require added park police duties and 
on-siteextra staff for maintenance and upkeep of the Center. The 
parking lots may also be burdened with construction workers’ personal 
vehiclesas has happened in the past. 


It is anticipated that noise from blasting, vibrations and spoil removalwill 
drive animals and pests from their dwelling places and into the 
communityand possibly into the homes of residents. There has been no 
discussionabout how MTA will address that issue. 


Environmental Justice - Directcommunity benefits 


1. | Compensation for use offront/side yards on Talbot Avenue during 
the construction period and returned inimproved condition, as well as the 
yards of the Albert Stewart Lane cul-de-sachomes and the facilities on 
the grounds of the Claridge House Apartment complex. 


2. Locate the substation to a sitenorth of the Purple Line away from 
homes on Kansas Avenue. 


3. Establish a working group betweenMTA and the Lyttonsville 
residents to meet monthly throughout theconstruction period. 


4. Provide assistance to smallobusinesses along Brookville Road to 
allow continued customer access. 


5. Provide security around allconstruction sites to prevent entry by non- 
MTA authorized workers, especiallychildren. 


6. Acquireformer E.C. Keys property at Brookville Road and Stewart 
Avenue for a permanentmuseum to house the Exhibit of the History of 
Lyttonsville and historicartifacts. 


7. Preserve an historic portion of TalbotAve Bridge for future use as 
part of the Lyttonsville community history. 


8. (And lastly, the project must) adhere to ADAregulations and 
guidelines throughout the project. 


Special Note: We agree with access to the Crescent Trail and 
theLyttonsville Station via Stewart Avenue by residents of 
thecommunity. However, the residents on Kansas Avenue 
areconcerned about users of the Trail parking on that street to gain 
access to thetrail. We request that MTA work with DOT to prevent that 
fromhappening. 

For follow-up information, you may contact: 

Charlotte A. Coffield 

President, Lyttonsville CommunityCivic Association 

301/ 587-5512 


cacoffield@aol.com 


Patricia A. Tyson 


Secretary, Lyttonsville Community CivicAssociation 
301/588-1475 


patriciatysnnn@aol.com 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Andrew 
O’Hare 
East Bethesda Citizens Association 


AOhare@cement.org 
Sir/Madam, 


Attached please find the comments of the East Bethesda Citizens 
Association on the Purple Line FEIS. | may be reached at (202) 270- 
0094 or aohare@cement.org<mailto:aohare@cement.org> to address 
any questions regarding the organization’s views. 


Regards, 
Andy O’Hare 
Chair, EBCA Capital Crescent Trail Committee 


EBCA Comments on FEIS 10-13.pdf (100 kb) 





East Bethesda Citizens Association 
P.O. Box 41020 
Bethesda, MD 20824 


October 21, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


Re: Comments of the East Bethesda Citizens Association (EBCA) on the Purple Line 
Final Environmental Impact Statement 


Dear Sir/Madam: 


Thank you for providing EBCA with an opportunity to share the community’s 
thoughts on the Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement (“FEIS”), released for 
comment on September 6, 2013. EBCA further appreciates the additional time provided 
by MTA for public comment on this very important document. 


EBCA, founded in the 1930s, is one of Montgomery County, Maryland’s original 
community associations. EBCA represents more than 1200 homeowners, residing north 
of East West Highway, east of Wisconsin Avenue, south of Jones Bridge Road and west 
of Columbia Country Club. 


The Georgetown Branch right-of-way (aka the Capital Crescent Trail (“trail’”)), 
runs along the southern border of the community. More than 25-30 homes either abut 
or are across the street from the trail. In addition, hundreds of East Bethesda residents 
are regular trail users and appreciate the mature tree canopy and park like setting 
provided by the trail in the middle of an urban environment. Accordingly, EBCA and 
East Bethesda residents are very interested in the Purple Line project and, particularly, 
are concerned about the impact the Purple Line will have on the trail and trail 
experience. 


EBCA has had the opportunity to review the FEIS and would like to share 
perspectives on a number of issues that directly impact the community, including: 


e Access Points to the Trail 
e Trail/Transit Construction and Trail Availability 
e  Trail/Transit Noise and Trail Safety 


e Trail Aesthetics and Maintenance. 


Prior to elaborating on EBCA’s views on these topics in detail, please note that 
the comments of the Kentbury Drive Residents Group (KDRG) are hereby endorsed by 
EBCA and incorporated by reference. 


1. Access Points to the Trail 


The FEIS explains that there will be two access points to the trail along Kentbury 
Drive in East Bethesda, one at Kentbury Way and one at Sleaford Road. EBCA is pleased 
that these access points will be re-designed and engineered to make them more 
permanent for all trail users. We respectfully request that the access points not be lit at 
the intersections to the trail, so to avoid disturbing the adjacent homeowners and to 
keep from bringing unnecessary attention to these points after dark. While the trail is 
not officially closed at dark, these access points should generally be used only during 
daylight hours. If, however, lights are installed, they should be designed to avoid 
disturbing adjacent homeowners. 


Regarding the Sleaford Road access point, we understand that there will be a 
tunnel constructed under the trail/transit to facilitate access to the trail from East West 
Highway. While EBCA does not oppose this improvement, the community is concerned 
about the safety issues posed by a 50-60 foot tunnel in a residential neighborhood. We 
realize that the tunnel will have to have lighting, though we request that the lighting be 
confined to the tunnel itself. In addition, the community requests that the tunnel be 
equipped with gates on both ends and that the tunnel be opened in the morning (no 
earlier than 6:00 a.m.) and closed at night (no later than 10:00 p.m.) to prevent 
loitering. These accommodations would be the same as those employed today for the 
trail tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue. The Bethesda Urban Partnership is currently 
under contract with Montgomery County for this daily open and close service. EBCA 
would suggest a similar arrangement be made here for this new tunnel. Finally, an 
emergency call box in the tunnel may be a good protective measure. 


Lastly, we request that some type of privacy barrier be erected separating the 
trail access points from the adjacent homes to facilitate both safety and security. EBCA 
recommends that MTA and the county work with the adjacent homeowners to devise a 
solution tailored to the specific location and homeowner's desires. Regarding the 
Sleaford Road underpass, East Bethesda would welcome some park like improvements 
to this space in conjunction with trail/transit construction, including, low maintenance 
landscaping and perhaps benches. 


2. Trail/Transit Construction and Trail Availability 


Information on details related to how the trail and train will be constructed, the 
timing for construction and the staging of construction materials and personnel are very 
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limited in the FEIS. EBCA has a number of specific requests regarding construction, as 
follows: 


e EBCA would like to be provided the opportunity to engage directly with MTA and 
its construction contractor, perhaps as part of a community advisory committee, 
on construction details and mitigation measures to address EBCA concerns, once 
the construction contractor is selected 

e Construction in residential areas must be limited to the hours of 8 a.m. to 5 p.m., 
weekdays and 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. on weekends (if there will be work on the 
weekends) 

e Construction vehicles, such as large dump trucks, will not be allowed to idle on 
neighborhood streets at any time 

e Heavy construction equipment, such as front end loaders and bulldozers, will not 
be parked in neighborhoods, including Sleaford Park 

e Construction access to the trail/transit right-of-way shall be from Connecticut 
Avenue or Pearl Street 

e Construction employees will not be allowed to park on neighborhood streets 

e All construction workers will have clearly visible identification 

e Monthly updates on the status of construction activity and plans for the next 
month will be provided to EBCA and the homeowners adjacent to the trail. 


Finally, it is very important to EBCA and all East Bethesda residents that the trail 
be available for use for the greatest extent possible during construction. EBCA would 
find it very objectionable for the trail through our community to be unavailable during 
the entire trail/transit construction period. 


3. Trail/Transit Noise and Trail Safety 


EBCA has reviewed the information in the FEIS regarding projected noise levels 
on the trail and in the area adjacent to the trail. EBCA further understands that the 
Federal Transit Administration’s noise assessment methodology targets an AVERAGE 
noise level over an extended period of time, thus allowing for noise peaks to be 
averaged with non-peak noise levels to compute an average number, which may then 
approach ambient noise levels. While MTA may have correctly computed the average 
noise levels using the FTA criteria, these averages have no bearing on the actual 
experience of individuals who may be using the trail or residing in areas adjacent to the 
trail. 


EBCA understands that there will more than 139° trains running in both 
directions along the right-of-way during a typical day. The peak noise level when a train 


1 Table 4 in Technical Report: Noise, page 16. It is unclear whether this is only for one 


direction. If so, the impacts would be much more severe with almost 280 daily trips. 


passes by is expected to be almost 90 decibels. One cannot comfortably carry ona 
conversation at 90 decibels. An individual using the trail will be exposed to these peak 
noise levels as frequently as every three minutes, and East Bethesda residents with 
homes adjacent to the right-of-way will permanently lose the benefit of quiet backyards. 
EBCA does not find this to be acceptable. 


Trail users should not be exposed to peak noise levels approaching 90 decibels. 
EBCA believes that noise mitigation measures to minimize the noise exposures need to 
be factored into the trail/transit design. Specifically, EBCA endorses the construction of 
an acoustic noise barrier,” at least 10 feet high, between the trail and the transit line. 
This will help to mitigate noise for trail users and adjacent residents and ensure the 
separation of trail users from the transit line, facilitating safer trail use. [Please note: 
The wall height may need to be higher than 10 feet to account for noise emanating 
from electric catenary wires, a noise source which was totally ignored in the FEIS noise 
analysis.] Importantly, this type of noise mitigation will also significantly reduce noise 
exposures at the trail access points and for homes adjacent to these points in contrast 
to the current MTA plans of placing noise barriers at the interface between the trail and 
adjacent properties. This latter configuration would create breaks in the noise barriers 
at the trail access points. Lastly, access to the transit right-of-way, necessary should 
there be an emergency, may be facilitated by creating occasional gates in the noise 
barrier (perhaps every 100 yards or so). 


EBCA is also aware that train speed is a significant contributor for the noise level 
and that noise levels decrease as train speed decreases. The projected 45 mph speed of 
trains through East Bethesda should be reduced to 30 mph or less to mitigate the noise 
levels in tandem with the recommended noise barrier designs. 


4. Trail Aesthetics/Maintenance 


EBCA understands that while MTA and its construction company will build the 
trail/transit complex, Montgomery County will finance trail construction and retain the 
responsibility to maintain the trail long-term. EBCA believes that trail aesthetics should 
be a key consideration at the time of construction. Through the construction of the 
Purple Line, EBCA and East Bethesda residents will lose the quiet linear park the 
community has become accustomed to over the past 25 years or so. This permanent 
loss needs to be properly accounted for with ample investment and careful 
consideration of the experience of future trail users and residents adjacent to the trail. 
To that end, EBCA respectfully requests that the following accommodations be made to 
enhance the post-Purple Line trail aesthetics and experience: 





? EBCA encourages MTA to consider the application of barriers similar to those used on the 
Wilson Bridge to minimize noise exposures to bicyclists crossing the bridge adjacent to the 
highway. 


e A “green” median should be installed between the wall separating the trail from 
the transit line and the trail itself. This may include perennial shrub and flower 
plantings and trees, that, at maturity, will be tall but not interfere with catenary 
wires 

e Benches should be placed a equal intervals along the trail, perhaps every 50 
yards 

e Careful consideration should be given to properly engineer drainage for 
precipitation to avoid ponding of water on the trail and any negative impact on 
plantings in a “green” median, or adverse effects on adjacent homeowners. 


Regarding the interface between the trail and adjacent properties, EBCA believes 
that a privacy fence, complimented with landscaping between the fence and the trail, 
should be constructed. As these matters will have to be discussed as part of the 
trail/transit construction, EBCA’s interests should be adequately represented if the 
association and adjacent homeowners are afforded the opportunity to participate in a 
construction advisory committee, as noted above under Item 2. 


5. Conclusion 


EBCA again appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments to MTA. 
Please contact Andy O’Hare at (202) 270-0094 or aohare@cement.org to address any 
questions you may have regarding the views of EBCA on these matters. Thank you for 
considering our perspectives. 


We believe that a meeting with MTA to review the community’s 
recommendations would be most helpful and EBCA will reach out to the project director 
to make the necessary arrangements. 


Sincerely, 


Andrew T. O’Hare 


Chair, EBCA Capital Crescent Trail 
Committee 


Cc: Mike Madden, Purple Line Project, MTA 
Roger Berliner, Montgomery County Councilmember, District 1 
Rich Madaleno, MD Senator, District 18 
Chris Van Hollen, MD 3" Congressional District 
Arthur Holmes, Director, Montgomery County DOT 
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Coquelin Run Citizens Association 
P.O. Box 151572 
Chevy Chase, MD 20825 


www.coquelinrun.org 


Via Fed-Ex and Email 

Purple Line FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


October 17, 2013 


Re: Comments on the Purple Line Final Environment Impact Statement (FEIS) 


J. Introduction 


The Coquelin Run Citizens Association (CRCA) is the local citizens association for the 
unincorporated residential area of Chevy Chase, Maryland that runs primarily along Jones Mill 
Road (between Park View Road and East West Highway) and Jones Bridge Road (between Jones 
Mill Road and Manor Road). Our community is largely nestled against Rock Creek Park and the 
Georgetown Branch Trail. In fact, there are over forty (40) homes in our community that are 
directly adjacent to the Georgetown Branch trail (between the wooded “paper road” of Coquelin 
Run Parkway and Rock Creek Park),' with dozens more in close enough proximity to be 
adversely impacted by the noise, vibration, and visual impacts of the Purple Line, as well as by 
the disruptions that will occur during the lengthy construction phase. In addition, there are 
hundreds of residents in our community that are regular trail users and appreciate the mature tree 
canopy and park-like setting provided by the trail in the middle of an urbanizing environment. 
Therefore, we have a strong interest in ensuring that the adverse impacts of the Purple Line, 
which is slated to run through our community over 200 times per day around the clock, are 
minimized. : 


Our review of the FEIS yields two overarching observations. First, the FEIS is deficient 
in that it fails to adequately describe the Purple Line’s impact to our community and the 
environment in terms of vibration levels, noise, tree loss, and other visual impacts. Second, the 
FEIS fails to contain sufficient and concrete commitments by the MTA to additional mitigation 
measures, including measures aimed at further reducing noise and vibration levels; preventing 
tree loss and damage; re-establishing the tree canopy following construction; placing reasonable 
limitations on construction activities; and by issuing clear design guidelines that will ensure all 
' transitway elements are as aesthetically pleasing as possible. — 


*In particular, homes on Brierly Court, Jones Bridge Road, Jones Bridge Court, Jones Mill Road, 
Susanna Lane, Coquelin Terrace, and West Coquelin Terrace. 
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Therefore, before the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) issues a Record of Decision, 
it should require that the FEIS be supplemented to include: (1) the results of the additional 
studies and/or analyses demonstrated below as being necessary; and (2) clear and binding 
commitments to additional mitigation measures, as agreed to following a sufficient period of 
time for the MTA to meet with representatives of affected communities (including CRCA) and 
their elected representatives at the Federal, State, and County levels. . 


_ The latter is especially important. Vague promises by the MTA to further coordinate 
with affected communities during the Final Design phase simply will not do. By that point the 
Record of Decision (which sets forth the scope of work) will have already issued, and there will 
no longer be a clear mechanism for affected communities to obtain binding commitments to 
design changes and other mitigation measures. This concern is even greater now that the MTA 
plans to finance this project through a public-private partnership (P3). The MTA has 
acknowledged that the private company that constructs and operates the Purple Line will seek to 
‘maximize its return on investment by identifying so-called “efficiencies” that lead to lower 
construction and operation costs. The translation is obvious: find ways to do things cheaper. 
Under these circumstances, a private company will have no incentive whatsoever to depart from 
the scope of work as set forth in the Record of Decision and agree to design changes and 
mitigation measures aimed at reducing the impact to the community and making the project as 
aesthetically pleasing as possible.” 


Indeed, as everyone is well aware; the MTA recently entered into a legally binding 
agreement with the Columbia Country Club in which certain design changes, mitigation 
measures, and limitations on construction activities were agreed to. We also understand that the 
MTA and the Chevy Chase Land Company also have reached a deal regarding the construction 
of a tunnel under the Purple Line to accommodate the Chevy Chase Land Company’s desire for 


* At least one County agency has wisely picked up on this issue and shares our exact concerns. 
As the Montgomery County Department of Parks observed in its comments to the FEIS: 


Bids on the project will be based on the Scope of Work identified in the 
ROD and the contractor will be obligated to fulfill those commitments. 
Due to the fact that this will be a public private partnership, whereby MTA 
will continue to “own” the project, but a private contractor will be 
responsible for both constructing the project and operating the transit line, 
it will be difficult to negotiate additional mitigation and minimization 
measures during the design process that were not spelled out in the ROD. 


Memorandum dated 10/14/2013 from Montgomery County Department of Parks to 
Montgomery County Parks Commission, at p. 2 (available at 
http://www.montgomeryplanningboard.org/agenda/2013/agenda20131017e.html) 


This memorandum further observes: “One lesson learned from working on the 
Intercounty Connector (ICC) was that commitments for minimization and mitigation 
measures should be well defined during the FEIS process and confirmed in the record of 
decision (ROD).” (ibid. at p. 3.) 
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an interior road (between Manor Road and Chevy Chase Lake Drive) to facilitate the re- 
development of its shopping center. Therefore, fairness dictates that the MTA continue to work 
with affected communities and legally bind itself to additional mitigation measures by 
incorporating them into the FEIS. We trust that our elected representatives (copied on this letter) 
will see just how imperative it is that additional mitigation measures are developed soon and are 
committed to in writing in the FEIS, and that they will assist us in this effort. 


With that said, our specific comments to the FEIS are as follows: 
II. Comments to the FEIS | 
1. Vibrations 


While the noise levels of the Purple Line have been a great source of concern for many 
communities (including ours), the FEIS reveals that perhaps an even greater threat to the well- 
being and quality of life of nearby residents is the vibrations caused by the Purple Line as it runs 
through our community over 200 times per day, at virtually all hours of the day and night. The 
MTA has often promoted the idea that light rail is quieter than heavy rail, but the same is not true 
with respect to vibrations. As the FEIS explains: “The Purple Line project would introduce LRT 
(light steel-wheel urban transit trains) into areas that currently do not have this source of 
vibration. Typical LRT trains produce similar vibration levels as heavy steel-wheel urban transit 
trains since they both have similar axle suspension systems.” (FEIS Vol. III, Vibration 
Technical Report at p. 4.) The FEIS also states that this vibration can cause “windows, pictures 
on walls, and/or items on shelves to rattle” and that these occurrences can be “intrusive to 
building occupants.” (Ibid.) The FEIS also acknowledges that train speed is a major cause of 
vibration. , 


Given that the MTA plans to run the train at top speed on the segment of the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way that runs through our community, it appears that the homes in our 
community could be among those most affected by vibrations. Yet, the FEIS contains no 
assessments regarding the projected vibration levels to be experienced by the dozens of homes in 
our community that are adjacent to the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The closest 
monitoring station (S6) was on Chevy Chase Lake Drive, close to the Connecticut Avenue 
~ Station. This failure to specifically study the expected vibration levels in our community leaves 
us in the dark as to what the vibration levels will be, how these vibration levels compare to 
existing conditions, and whether these vibration levels will be in excess of the Federal threshold 
' of 72 VdB. If the vibration levels of the Chevy Chase Lake Drive monitoring station (S6) are 
any indication, it appears to be a virtual certainty that many homes in our community will 
experience a great increase in vibration over 200 times per day that will be very close to (and 
may very well exceed) the FTA’s threshold for “unacceptable” levels of vibration. 


Therefore, it is imperative that specific vibration analyses be performed for each of the 
homes in our community along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way (specifically, between 
Coquelin Run Parkway and Rock Creek). Based on the results of these studies, the MTA should 
evaluate what mitigation measures, such as speed restrictions, should be implemented. 


Finally, it should be noted that the FEIS’s characterization of vibration levels below 72 
VdB as having “no impact” is extremely misleading. The FEIS explains that “[t]he human 
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threshold of perception is around 65 VdB” and “human annoyance from vibration often occurs 
when vibration levels exceed the threshold of perception by only a small margin.” (FEIS Vol. II], 
Vibration Technical Report at p. 3.) Given the very low (indeed, practically non-existent) 
vibration levels that currently exist in our community along the trail, any perceptible vibration 
levels at all (especially when occurring over 200 times per day at levels that are near or above the 
federal threshold of 72 VdB) would be a drastic change to the current environment and certainly 
should be viewed as having an “impact” on one’s quality of life and well-being. 


2. Noise 
a. The Failure to Describe the Actual Noise Levels of the Purple Line 


With respect to vibrations levels, the FEIS acknowledges that in terms of “human 
annoyance,” there is a “relationship between the number of daily events and the degree of 
annoyance caused by ground-borne vibration.” The same obviously is true when it comes to 
exposure to noise, but the FEIS speaks only in terms of average decibel levels throughout the 
day. By describing the noise of the Purple Line in terms of average decibel levels, the FEIS 
allows for noise peaks to be averaged with non-peak noise levels to compute an average number 
that is far lower than what nearby residents will actually hear at very regular intervals around the 
clock. (In fact, it appears that the actual noise levels of the Purple Line will be at least 87 
decibels, even after accounting for noise panels and wheel skirts, which is much higher than the 
average decibel levels stated in the FEJS.) For that same reason, the FEIS’s description of the 
adverse impacts to health and well-being that occur at various decibel levels is not very helpful, 
as it does not answer the more pertinent question of what impacts to health and well-being occur 
when subjected to the actual noise levels of the Purple Line at the actual intervals at which the 
train passes by each day (in both directions). 


Therefore, the FEIS needs to specify: (1) the actual decibel levels while the Purple Line is 
travelling through our community, and (2) the potential impacts to health and well-being of 
being subject to those particular noise levels at those particular intervals around the clock. It is 
this approach, rather than the approach used in the FEIS, that will more accurately demonstrate 
the noise impact of the Purple Line. Even if the approach used in the FEIS complies with the 
FTA’s regulations, the actual noise levels should be clearly stated so that residents and their 
elected officials will have a more realistic picture of the potential noise impacts of the Purple 
Line. 


b. Additional flaws with the MTA’s noise analysis 


Because of additional flaws with the MTA’s noise analysis, the noise levels of the Purple 
Line are not accurately stated in the FEIS. In particular: 


1. First, the FEIS acknowledges that the noise created by the Purple Line could be even 
greater in certain spots where there are turns and/or the train is going up or down (and thus 
accelerating or braking). Certainly, there will be such spots in our community, considering that 
the train is to go under Jones Mill Road and then begin its ascent toward Connecticut Avenue. 
‘However, the FEIS does not specify where these spots are expected to be or what the increased 
noise levels are expected to be. Nor does the FEIS set forth any concrete commitment or 
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procedures for identifying these spots and crafting appropriate mitigation measures before the 
Purple Line is built, or after construction if additional mitigation measures prove to be needed. 


In fact, because the proj ected noise levels of the Purple Line are really just educated 


‘ guesses, nobody knows for sure what exactly they will be when the Purple Line is operating. 


Certainly one can envision a situation where the noise levels will be higher than anticipated, thus 
calling for additional mitigation measures after the Purple Line is built. Therefore, the MTA 
should commit to studying the noise levels of the Purple Line along the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way after it is built and fashioning additional noise mitigation measures where needed. 


2: Second, the noise analysis does not account for any noise emanating from electric 
catenary wires, instead focusing only on noise emanating from the wheels. 


3. Third, it is unclear from the FEIS what the noise levels will be when two trains are 
simultaneously passing the same spot (which is sure to happen numerous times throughout the 
day, given the frequency at which trains will be running). 


These additional sources of noise need to be analyzed in order for the true noise levels of 
the Purple Line to be known. 


It also should be noted that the summary of projected noise levels at each of the study 
areas along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way states that “green” tracks will be used (FEIS 
Volume III, Technical Report, Noise Table 5 at p. 18-20), leading the reader to believe that the 
use of green tracks has been committed to. However, the FEIS does not firmly commit to using 
green tracks along this segment of the route; rather, the FEIS only refers to green tracks as a 
possibility being looked into. Given that green tracks could reduce noise levels, the MTA should 


commit to using them throughout the entirety of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 


3. Noise Mitigation Measures 
a. Noise panels between the tracks and residences 


The FEIS notes that the MTA will use four-foot tall noise panels along the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way. It was extremely disappointing to see that these noise panels will result in 
only a reduction of four decibels, and that there was no analysis of the additional noise reduction 
that could be achieved through higher noise panels (e.g., at 6 feet, 8 feet, etc.). Likewise, there 
does not appear to be any evaluation of how alternative methods of sound reduction (such as by 
extending the retaining walls higher instead of affixing noise panels at the top) could further 
reduce the noise levels of the Purple Line. The MTA should analyze the extent to which further 
noise reduction could be achieved by higher noise panels and/or different materials. 


b. Noise panels between the tracks and the trail 


Given the frequency at which trains will be running and their peak noise levels, trail users 
cannot comfortably carry on a conversation or enjoy a walk, run, or bike ride in such an - 
environment. Simply put, the trail experience following the construction of the Purple Line will 
stand in stark contrast to the current trail experience. Furthermore, such noise levels while using 
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the trail is a safety issue, as trail users may not be able to hear other trail users, including 
warnings from fast-moving bicyclists, putting pedestrians (and particularly children) at risk. 


Therefore, the MTA should implement the same noise mitigation devices between the 
trail and the transit line that it plans to implement between the transit line and adjacent 
properties. This type of noise mitigation will have the extra benefit of significantly reducing 
noise exposures for homes adjacent to the trail, as well as blocking the visual impacts of a train 
passing by every few minutes. 


4, Tree Loss 
a. Loss of trees in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way 


The three-mile long Georgetown Branch right-of-way has been aptly described as a 20- 
acre, park-like woodland in a rapidly urbanizing environment. The construction of the Purple 
Line will result in the complete clear-cutting of hundreds of trees (far more than just the 143 
“specimen trees” mentioned in the FEIS). However, the FEIS does not clearly identify the exact 
number of trees that will be lost along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. This flawed 
approach raises two issues: 


First, without a more accurate accounting of the tree loss caused by the construction of 


| the Purple Line, the precise obligations of the MTA under applicable Federal, State, and local 


laws to mitigate tree loss and to perform re-forestation are not known (and, frankly, are probably 
being greatly underestimated at this point). 


Second, while the Purple Line has been promoted as having the environmental benefit of 
taking cars off the road (and thus reducing pollution caused by driving), the MTA needs to 
quantify the already existing environmental benefits in terms of air pollution absorption and 
storm water retention currently provided by the trees in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 
The question of whether the Purple Line will be a net environmental benefit cannot be known 
until, among other things, the loss of the naturally occurring environment benefits provided by 
the trees currently in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way is more clearly quantified. 


b. Trees on Private Land 


The FEIS contains no survey of trees on private land adjacent to the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way, nor does it analyze the extent to which such trees may be damaged or killed as a 
result of construction activity. Therefore, the MTA should: (1) conduct a tree survey to identify 
trees on private property whose critical root zones overlap the construction impact zone; (2) 
create tree protection measures (fencing, signage, etc.) in the plans and specifications for the 
construction contract; and (3) enact a monitoring system to ensure trees identified in the survey 
are not impacted by construction operations. To the extent privately owned trees are damaged 
during the construction process, the MTA must commit to compensating the landowner for the 
value of the tree, the cost to have it safely removed, and the cost of planting comparable 
replacement trees. 
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5. Ridership Projections 


The environmental benefits of the Purple Line turn in large part on its ridership (since the 
assumption is that ridership, to some extent, equals a reduction in car trips). However, the 
MTA’s methodology for ridership projections remains a complete mystery to the reader of the 
FEIS. Moreover, simple math and local knowledge calls the ridership projections into question. 
For example, the MTA projects 2,300 boardings per day at the Connecticut Avenue station. 
However, the Chevy Chase Lake Sector Plan recently adopted by the Montgomery County 
Council calls for a net increase of about 1200 residential units within the sector, thus bringing the 
maximum possible number of residential units (over the next 20 years or so) within the entire 
sector (which extends far beyond those immediate areas in walking distance to the Purple Line) 
to not much more than the projected number of boardings at the station. 


To put it in layman’s terms, something just isn’t adding up. It just does not seem possible 
for the number of boardings to be almost equal to the number of residential units within a one- 
mile radius. Even an assumption that only half of the nearby residents will use the Purple Line 
each day would be wildly optimistic. It is reasonable to believe that the same flaws probably 
exist for the ridership projections at other stations. Simply put, any sort of environmental 
benefits of the Purple Line cannot be known without knowing the ridership numbers; and how 
these ridership numbers have been calculated has yet to be explained in sufficient detail. Until 
this occurs (perhaps through commissioning an independent review of the MTA’s methodology 
for calculating ridership), the question of how the environment benefits of the Purple Line stack 
up to the environmental degradation caused by its construction simply cannot be known. 


6. Aesthetics 


The FEIS acknowledges that the Georgetown Branch Trail area is a “visually sensitive 
area” because of the mature trees and the prominence of the natural environment.” (FEIS 
Volume I, Chapter 4 at p. 78.). The FEIS also acknowledges that there will be a “high level” 
impact on the area due to the removal of mature trees and existing vegetation. (Ibid. at 84.) 
However, the FEIS fails to commit the MTA to identifying and preserving the mature trees 
within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way that can possibly be spared. The FEIS also fails to 
commit the MTA to a tree re-planting and landscaping plan to be implemented within any 
remaining portion of the right-of-way not utilized for this project. Even if there is only ten feet 
of right-of-way left over, that should provide ample space for tree planting. 


‘Furthermore, the FEIS fails to provide any information about the visual characteristics of 


- anumber of aspects of this project, let alone commit the FTA to any design criteria. In 


particular, the FEIS does not specify the appearance of and materials to be used in “transitway 
elements” such as: (1) the retaining walls and noise barriers, (2) the fencing or other barriers to 
be built between the trail and tracks; (3) trail access points, including ramps, and (4) the elevated 
portion of the rail and trail as they ascend above grade towards Connecticut Avenue. Instead, 
the FEIS vaguely states that “MTA will continue to coordinate and consult with affected 
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communities regarding the aosieHe treatment of the transitway elements.” (FEIS Volume I, 
Chapter 4, Table 4.1 at 4-6. , 


Therefore, the FEIS should include specific design criteria and mitigation measures that 
legally bind the MTA to the following: 


l. All retaining walls and noise barriers-should be designed in an aesthetically pleasing 
manner, including the use of natural stone, textures and designs that are compatible with the 
residential environment, and are designed with the intention of preserving as much as possible 
the wooded and rustic environment that currently exists and is intended to be achieved again 
once construction is complete. The precise design guidelines should be determined and 
committed to after consultation with representatives from affected communities along the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way (including one and their elected officials at the Federal, 
State, and County level. 


Z. To the extent right-of-way remains unused for the rail or trail, commit to planting as 
many trees as is ecologically possible within the unused portion of the trail. 


3. Provide funds to homeowners whose property is adjacent to the Georgetown Branch 

right-of-way for the purpose of planting trees and shrubs along the property lines abutting the 

right-of-way in order to replace the lost vegetation that currently provides a visual buffer from 
_ the trail. 


7. Water runoff 


. The FEIS is silent as to the potential effects of the construction of the Purple Line on 
water runoff in the area of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The increase in impervious 
surfaces due to the construction of retaining walls, tracks, etc., and the effect of heavy 
construction has the potential to cause significant changes in, and potentially increase, the water 
run-off along our homes. Given that runoff from the project will flow directly into Coquelin Run 
and Rock Creek, this is a vitally important issue. Therefore, the MTA should commit to the 
surface of the new trail being a permeable material such as permeable asphalt or permeable 
concrete, and to the tracks being built on grass or another natural, permeable surface (which 
likely would help mitigate the noise and vibration issues described above). 


8. Construction Activities 


The FEIS is silent on the potential adverse effects from construction, including air and 
water pollution, the noise levels that residents are likely to experience from the trucks and heavy 
machinery, potential air pollution including exhaust fumes, dust or other particles, potential 
water contamination or other potential dangers. However, it is abundantly clear that the 


° The FEIS states only that “the right-of-way would have four foot retaining walls.” (FEIS 
Volume I, Chapter 4 at p. 85). However, due to the topography, several homes along the right- 
of-way (including several in our community) will have retaining walls at least 15 feet high near 
their backyards, dramatically changing the visual character of the wooded and secluded 
environment currently enjoyed. 





Coquelin Run Citizens Association 
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construction process for the Purple Line has the potential to create a significant negative effect 
on our residential community. According to Chapter 5 of the FEIS, construction of the Purple 
Line will take well over five years, not counting unanticipated delays. In addition, the FEIS 
states that surface and above ground construction will take place 6 days per week for 15 hours 
per day (7 days, 24 hours per day for underground / tunnel work). The transportation of 
materials by trucks also may take place 24 hours per day. Furthermore, the FEIS states that 
construction of the rail and trail in our community will require the use of heavy equipment such 
as cranes, excavators, bulldozers, loaders, dump trucks, and when necessary rigs to install piles. 


Subjecting a quiet, residential community to this sort of noise and disruption is entirely 
unacceptable. Residents who live full time in these homes include individuals of all ages, and 
sleep disruptions likely to be caused by heavy construction that begins early in the morning and 
lasts late into the night will have serious health effects. Therefore, construction activities should 
be limited to 8:00 am through 5:00 pm on weekdays and 9:00 am through 4:00 pm on weekends. 


II. Conclusion 


Before a Record of Decision is issued, the FEIS must be supplemented to include the 
results of the additional studies demonstrated above to be necessary, and to include firm 
commitments to various mitigation measures. In particular, the FEIS must be supplemented to 
include: 


1, Vibration studies for the residences along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way; 


2. A summary.of the actual noise levels of the Purple Line (expressed in terms of the actual 
decibel levels at specific distances from the centerline of the rail), based on a noise analysis that 
take into account the additional noise created by the catenary wires and the increased noise levels 
that occur when two trains are in the same vicinity; 


3. An analysis of the additional noise mitigation that can be achieved through the use of taller 
sound panels and/or different materials; 


4. A commitment to using grass tracks in the segment of the project running along the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way; 


5. Amore precise survey of the actual tree loss that will occur within the Georgetown Branch 
. right-of-way as a result of construction; 


6. A precise analysis of the environmental benefits currently provided by the trees within the . 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way in terms of air pollution absorption and storm water retention; 


7. A full disclosure and explanation of the methodology used to determine the ridership 
projections; , 


8. Following meetings with representatives of affected communities and their elected. 
representatives, a firm and detailed commitment to a tree-loss prevention plan and tree re- 
planting plan (as more fully described above at pages 7-8), and a firm and detailed commitment 
to design criteria relating to the appearance of and materials to be used in various transitway 
elements (as more fully described above at pages 7-8); and 


Coquelin Run Citizens Association 





9. An agreement to limit construction activities according to the constraints set forth above at 
pages 8-9. 


Sincerely, 


Phil MacWilliams 
President 
Coquelin Run Citizens Association 


ce (via email): 

Christopher Van Hollen, Jr., U.S. Representative, | Maryland 8th Congressional District 
Richard S. Madaleno, Jr., Maryland State Senator, District 18 

Ike Leggett, Montgomery County Executive 

Roger Berliner, Montgomery County Councilmember, District 1 


Michael Madden, Purple Line Project Manager, Maryland Transit Administration 
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Attachments : 


Tina 
Slater 
Action Committee for Transit 


slater.tina@gmail.com 
Resending (had misspelled FEIS e-mail address below). 


woneeennn- Forwarded message ---------- 

From: Tina Slater <slater.tina@gmail.com> 

Date: Mon, Oct 21, 2013 at 5:44 PM 

Subject: FEIS Comments - Action Committee for Transit Supports the 
Purple 

Line 

To: FEIS@purplinemd.com 

Ce: ony council <county.councii@montgomerycountymd.gov>, county 
exec ike 

leggett <ike.leggett@montgomerycountymd.gov>, 
sheila.hixson@house.state.md.us, Tom Hucker 
<tom.hucker@house.state.md.us>, 

Heather Mizeur <heather.mizeur@house.state.md.us>, Jamie Raskin < 
jamie.raskin@senate.state.md.us>, Governor Martin O'Malley < 
mom@gov.state.md.us> 


Dear MTA: 


The Action Committee for Transit was founded 27 years ago, primarily to 
push for the concept of a trolley line between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. 

Since that time, the concept has grown into the 16-mile, Bethesda to 
New 

Carrollton, light rail Purple Line. 


ACT eagerly awaits the funding and start of construction of this long 
awaited East-West transit project. 


Please find our letter of comments attached. 


--- Sincerely, 
Tina Slater, President 


Action Committee for Transit 
www.actfortransit.org 


slater.tina@gmail.com 
301-585-5038 


ACT.Ltr.FEIS PL Comments.2013-10-21 .pdf (63 kb) 





Action Committee for Transit 
www.actfortransit.org P.O. Box 7074, Silver Spring, MD 20907 


Purple Line 

Maryland Transit Administration 

100 S. Charles St., Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 20201 


Dear MTA: 


The Purple Line will provide a missing East-West, cross-suburban mass transit link. It will connect suburban 
communities and job centers, providing a quality alternative to driving on the congested Beltway. By linking major 
suburban centers and existing rail and bus lines, the Bethesda-to-New Carrollton light rail line will cut travel time 
for tens of thousands of area residents. For example, travel time from Langley Park to Bethesda will drop to about 
22 minutes, far faster than is possible today by car or by bus. Trains will go between Silver Spring and Bethesda in 
82 minutes. Daily ridership on the Purple Line is projected to be 69,000 in 2030 and 74,500 in 2040. 


The Purple Line will offer shorter commutes, less pollution, stations that support walkable communities, and the 
opportunity to "finish the trail" so that people can walk or bike between Silver Spring and Bethesda. Further, 
money spent to build and operate the Purple Line will stay close to home and pay wages to Marylanders, instead of 
going overseas to pay for imported oil. 


The Purple Line supports Maryland's technology-based economic development strategy by linking the University 
of Maryland to the economic engines of Bethesda and Silver Spring. Residents near the Purple Line stops will have 
access to all these key job centers and their many thousands of jobs. 


The gas tax increase voted by the legislature in March will provide the state's share of the cost, and is timed to yield 
maximum revenue in 2015 and 2016 when construction starts. Action Committee for Transit (ACT) will be 
following closely the various funding options that the State is reviewing. ACT eagerly awaits the beginning of 
Purple Line construction. 


Sincerely, 

Tina Slater, President 

Action Committee for Transit 
www.actfortransit.org 


slater.tina@ gmail.com 
301-585-5038 
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October 21, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street — Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


East Silver Spring Citizen’s Association (ESSCA) Comments On 
The Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) For The Purple Line 


The Purple Line FEIS identifies Environmental Justice (EJ) areas which 
will be impacted by the Preferred Alternative route. We are concerned 
that MTA is not doing enough to mitigate the negative effects of the 
Purple Line on businesses in these Environmental Justice areas. In fact, 
we believe that MTA is putting less effort and money into these areas 
than they are into the impacted areas west of 16th Street. 


The twenty one businesses (mostly minority owned) on Bonifant Street 
between Georgia Avenue and Fenton Street, are listed as being in an 
Environmental Justice (EJ) area and are of particular concern to us. 


E J Areas Not Treated Fairly: The FEIS identifies large portions of the 
Preferred Alternative route east of 16th Street as Environmental Justice 
areas. The FEIS then dismisses concerns about the bulk of the negative 
impacts of the Purple Line being in these areas by stating that MTA is 
working with the County. 


We have been intimately involved with the businesses on Bonifant Street 
and their meetings with MTA and in our experience, MTA has used this 
excuse to absolve itself of all financial responsibility, and give 
themselves license to skimp on design, down play impacts and omit 
information from the businesses, the community and possibly the 
County. 


We object to MTA’s characterization in the FEIS of “working” with the 
community. The changes MTA made to Bonifant Street to accommodate 
deliveries to the businesses is an example of how they “work” with 
communities. MTA was very dismissive when the businesses brought 
this problem to their attention. “Businesses come and go. We cannot 
design for your businesses,” was the response. It was only through 
constant vigilance by the community and pressuring 

from the County that MTA reluctantly agreed to make the changes. 


MTA is well aware that because of the space limitations on Bonifant 
Street, the impact on these businesses will be severe and many will not 
be able to continue to operate their businesses successfully. MTA 
needs to acknowledge this and financially help these businesses 
mitigate these impacts and if necessary to move to a nearby location. 
Most of these businesses have been in Silver Spring for over 20 years 
and while the County has agreed to help mitigate some of the impacts, 
without an honest acknowledgement by MTA of the severity of these 
impacts and without financial contributions from MTA, the community will 
have only limited success in lobbying the County for assistance. 


MTA’s cavalier attitude toward our community interests is not only 
counter to the purpose of the EJ directive, but especially offensive given 
the millions that they are spending on the west side of the route to build 
tunnels for golf carts and put bridges over roads and numerous other 
accommodations to lessen the impact on pedestrian and commercial 
interests. MTA needs to be compelled to put the same effort and 
financial investment into the businesses and 


community in the Environmental Justice areas east of 16th Street and 
especially the 21 independent, majority, minority-owned businesses on 
Bonifant Street. 


Noise Study Not Done: The FEIS states that noise studies were not 
done in commercial areas because they are not required by the Federal 
guidelines. 


The Purple Line will run within 50 feet of the businesses on Bonifant 
Street, and in some cases as close as 4-5 feet on a very narrow street. 
Five of these businesses are restaurants and it is obvious to even casual 
observers, that noise could have a devastating effect on these 
businesses. It is imperative that these businesses know in advance the 
level of noise to expect in order to make appropriate plans for their 
continued operation. 


To our knowledge, there is nothing in the Federal guidelines that 
prohibits MTA from doing the noise study on this commercial block of 
Bonifant Street. MTA needs to give the independent, small businesses 
on Bonifant Street a fighting chance, by completing a noise study for this 
block of Bonifant Street and sharing the results with the businesses. 


Vibration Study Not Done: The FEIS states that vibration studies were 
not done in commercial areas. No reason was given but, presumably, it 
is for the same reason that the noise studies were not done. 


At one of the first meetings MTA had with the businesses on Bonifant 
Street, the owner of the Quarry House which is located on the basement 
level at Georgia Ave and Bonifant Street, expressed concerns about the 
effect of the vibrations on its business. MTA assured the owner that a 
study would be done. 


However, no study was done and again, the businesses cannot ask for 
or plan mitigation of any negative effect the vibrations will have on their 
ability to continue in business. 


Visual Effects: The FEIS describes the Purple Line route from Colesville 
Road to Fenton Street as busy urban streets and concludes that this 
section, which includes Bonifant Street is designated as having a low 
degree of visual sensitivity. While the visual effect of poles and overhead 
wires may not be as noticeable on Colesville Road, because of the 
limited right of 

way, they could block business entrances and impede pedestrian traffic 
on Bonifant Street. 


This block of Bonifant Street needs to be removed from the general 
downtown urban low visual impact designation. MTA needs to be 
especially creative and sensitive designing this leg of the Purple Line in 
order to minimize the negative impacts on the businesses and 
pedestrians. 


Construction: The FEIS promise, that MTA will continue to work with 
communities to minimize the impacts of construction of the Purple Line 
is particularly troublesome and counter to our experience. The County 
has already had to step in and require MTA to commit to leaving 
sidewalks open and providing for deliveries to the businesses during 
construction, as MTA would not commit to this for the businesses. Even 
this directive by the County will require 

constant monitoring by the community because MTA has consistently 
tried to cut corners in their plans for our community. 


Submitted By: 


Bob Colvin, President 
East Silver Spring Citizen’s Association (ESSCA) 
Board of Directors 


Contact: Karen Roper, Chair of the ESSCA Purple Line Committee 
7911 Chicago Ave, Silver Spring, MD 20910 

301 588-7143 

Karroper@aol.com 


CC: 

Representative Chris Van Hollen, U.S. House of Representatives 
Daniel Koenig, Federal Transit Administration 

Brigid Hynes-Cherin, Federal Transit Administration 

Governor Martin O'Malley 

Senator Jamie Raskin, Maryland General Assembly 

Isiah Leggett, Montgomery County Executive Robert L. Smith, Maryland 
Transit Administration Henry Kay, Maryland Transit Administration 
Michael Madden, Maryland Transit Administration Valerie Ervin, 
Montgomery County Council 

Gary Erenrich, Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
Reemberto Rodriguez, Silver Spring Regional Services Center 
Francoise Carrier, Montgomery County Planning Board Chair 
Judy Stephenson, Small Business Navigator, Dept of Economic 
Development 
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10/29/2013 

Gerrit 

Knaap 

National Center for Smart Growth at the University of Maryland 


Preinkert Field House 
College Park 

MD 

20742 

To whom it may concern: 


Preinkert Field House 

College Park, Maryland 20742 
301.405.6283 TEL 301.314.5639 FAX 
http: | !www.smartgrowth. umd.edu 


My name is Gerrit Knaap and | direct the National Center for Smart 
Growth at the University of 

Maryland, which also serves as the administrative home for the Purple 
line Corridor Coalition. 


| have read most, though not all, the FEIS. | found it to be well prepared, 
clearly written,and reasonably complete. What | found lacking, however, 
was discussion of effects of the Purple line after it goes into operation, 
particularly with respect to resident and small business displacement, 
affordable housing, workforce development and jobs-housing balance. 
There are good examples of this kind of analysis from Minneapolis-St. 
Paul, Denver, and Seattle. Research from these metropolitan areas 
reveals that a lack of attention to these issues early in the process limits 
the overall benefits these kinds of large public investments are able to 
produce. 


| Know that other organizations have similar concerns and are submitting 
similar comments. Without implicating the National Center for Smart 
Growth,the University of Maryland, or other members of the Purple line 
Corridor Coalition,| want to express my personal accord with these 
concerns. 


Sincerely yours, 


Gerrit Knaap 
Professor and Director 


UMD - Gerrit Knaap.pdf (37 kb) 





U N I V E R S I is Y O F Preinkert Field House 


« College Park, Maryland 20742 
MARY AND 301.405.6283 TEL 301.314.5639 FAX 
hitp://www.smartgrowth. umd.edu 


NATIONAL CENTER FOR SMART GROWTH RESEARCH AND EDUCATION 





October 21, 2013 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street Tower Two 
Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


To whom it may concern: 


My name is Gerrit Knaap and | direct the National Center for Smart Growth at the University of 
Maryland, which also serves as the administrative home for the Purple Line Corridor Coalition. 


| have read most, though not all, the FEIS. | found it to be well prepared, clearly written, and 
reasonably complete. What | found lacking, however, was discussion of effects of the Purple 
Line after it goes into operation, particularly with respect to resident and small business 
displacement, affordable housing, workforce development and jobs-housing balance. There are 
good examples of this kind of analysis from Minneapolis-St. Paul, Denver, and Seattle. Research 
from these metropolitan areas reveals that a lack of attention to these issues early in the 
process limits the overall benefits these kinds of large public investments are able to produce. 


| know that other organizations have similar concerns and are submitting similar comments. 
Without implicating the National Center for Smart Growth, the University of Maryland, or other 
members of the Purple Line Corridor Coalition, | want to express my personal accord with these 
concerns. 


Sincerely yours, 





Gerrit Knaap 
Professor and Director 


SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, PLANNING, AND PRESERVATION SCHOOL OF PuBLic PoLicy 
A. JAMES Crark SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING CoLiece OF AGRICULTURE AND Natura Resources 
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First Name : Kit 
Last Name : Gage 


Business/Agency/Associati Friends of Sligo Creek 
on Name : 


State : MD 
Email Address : kgage@verizon.net 





Submission Content/Notes : Dear Mr. Kay: 


We are writing you to express our general support for increased mass 
transit opportunities for Montgomery County. And yet we have several 
concerns about the plans for the Purple Line transit as it impacts the 
Sligo Creek watershed, which should be taken into account in 
construction and implementation of the Purple Line. These concerns 
include preservation of trees, reduction in the use of toxic substances in 
materials and construction of the Purple Line, stormwater retrofits, and 
mechanisms for improving the trail on Sligo Creek. As well, we regret 
the lack of specificity of the FEIS in addressing these concerns. We 
hope and anticipate that we will be engaged as a partner in these 
matters to address them appropriately as the Purple Line planning 
proceeds. 


As you may know, the Friends of Sligo Creek is an all-volunteer 
organization dedicated to protecting, enhancing, and enjoying the 
ecological health of Sligo Creek Park and the wider watershed. Despite 
long-term damage from urbanization, the Creek has rebounded in the 
last fifteen years, thanks to informed, time-consuming, and expensive 
efforts by the County, the Park and Planning Commission, and citizen 
groups like ours. The beauty, water quality, forest cover, and wildlife 
habitat of the Park will continue to improve with concerted efforts by all 
parties. Please see our website: www.fosc.org. 


Overall: 

First, we would like to support and reinforce the comments of Tina 
Schneider of Area 1. Her general concern: “Staff requests MTA work 
closely with MNCPPC staff to resolve these outstanding concerns 
regarding design, engineering, and mitigation not found within the 
August 2013 FEIS.” Among the concerns she notes are details of 
stormwater management facilities, habitat impact and mitigation, 
mitigation of specimen tree loss, and need to use ‘green’ safe materials 
for the tracks and other materials in parkland. 


Stream Channel Modifications 

General reference has been made to Sligo Creek channel modifications. 
Nowhere have we seen sufficient detail on what this would entail and 
how stream and parkland habitat would be protected. This is a serious 
issue. Sligo Creek is still in badly degraded state. Contiguous functional 
parkland is critical to support a healthy environment, so short-term 
damage or interruption of the creek and park could be outsize in their 
damage. Such modifications could be devastating to our long efforts to 
bring back fish species, macroinvertibrates, and the rest of the biome if 
not done carefully. Well before construction, collaborative planning with 
MNCPPC and Friends of Sligo Creek must take place to minimize any 
damage to the biome, and mitigate any damage. 


Tree Loss/Mitigation: 

As Ms. Schneider also notes, MTA is not required to follow Montgomery 
County law, and Section 22A-12(b)(3) of the Montgomery County Forest 
Conservation law in particular. Regarding tree loss this is a particular 
concern. A project of this magnitude, just because it can, should not 
ignore this new and important protective law. We strongly recommend 
that tree loss be minimized, that existing trees near construction be 
protected to avoid construction-related death, and that any trees that are 
removed by replaced — nearby, in buffers and failing that, in parkland or 
rights of way. 


Stormwater Projects: 
Almost certainly there will be increased impervious surface as part of the 
Purple Line. While this addition will mandate state requirements for 


Attachments : 


stormwater catchment/mitigation, we strongly suggest that this be 
handled thru low impact development stormwater controls such as those 
being implemented by the county Department of Environmental 
Protection. These would include bioswales, porous surfaces and 
bioretention. Again, no project of this size should ignore or worsen 
efforts of the major county initiative to comply with federal Clean Water 
Act ene The best and most comprehensive guidelines should 
prevail. 


Bike and Walking Paths 

Others have noted that it’s critical to safely mesh existing and new bike 
paths with Purple Line implementation. On Sligo Creek at Wayne Ave, 
there is an almost 20 year old walk/bike path. It is narrower than current 
design requirements would call for. Purple Line construction should 
expand these bike lanes where they intersect at Wayne and explore 
safer mechanisms for junctions of bike lanes and Purple Line and 
streets. 


Thank you for your consideration of our concerns and efforts. 


Kit Gage 
Chair, Stormwater Committee 
Friends of Sligo Creek 


FOSC Purple Line Comments .pdf (236 kb) 






Friends of 
Sligo Creek 


October 29, 2013 


Mr. Henry Kay 

Maryland Transit 
Administration 

100 South Charles Street 
Tower 2, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Dear Mr. Kay: 


We are writing you to express our general support for increased mass transit opportunities for 
Montgomery County. And yet we have several concerns about the plans for the Purple Line transit as it 
impacts the Sligo Creek watershed, which should be taken into account in construction and 
implementation of the Purple Line. These concerns include preservation of trees, reduction in the use of 
toxic substances in materials and construction of the Purple Line, stormwater retrofits, and mechanisms 
for improving the trail on Sligo Creek. As well, we regret the lack of specificity of the FEIS in addressing 
these concerns. We hope and anticipate that we will be engaged as a partner in these matters to address 
them appropriately as the Purple Line planning proceeds. 


As you may know, the Friends of Sligo Creek is an all-volunteer organization dedicated to protecting, 
enhancing, and enjoying the ecological health of Sligo Creek Park and the wider watershed. Despite long- 
term damage from urbanization, the Creek has rebounded in the last fifteen years, thanks to informed, 
time-consuming, and expensive efforts by the County, the Park and Planning Commission, and citizen 
groups like ours. The beauty, water quality, forest cover, and wildlife habitat of the Park will continue to 
improve with concerted efforts by all parties. Please see our website: www.fosc.org. 


Overall: 

First, we would like to support and reinforce the comments of Tina Schneider of Area 1. Her general 
concern: “Staff requests MTA work closely with MNCPPC staff to resolve these outstanding concerns 
regarding design, engineering, and mitigation not found within the August 2013 FEIS.” Among the concerns 
she notes are details of stormwater management facilities, habitat impact and mitigation, mitigation of 
specimen tree loss, and need to use ‘green’ safe materials for the tracks and other materials in parkland. 


Stream Channel Modifications 

General reference has been made to Sligo Creek channel modifications. Nowhere have we seen sufficient 
detail on what this would entail and how stream and parkland habitat would be protected. This is a serious 
issue. Sligo Creek is still in badly degraded state. Contiguous functional parkland is critical to support a 
healthy environment, so short-term damage or interruption of the creek and park could be outsize in their 
damage. Such modifications could be devastating to our long efforts to bring back fish species, 
macroinvertibrates, and the rest of the biome if not done carefully. Well before construction, collaborative 


planning with MNCPPC and Friends of Sligo Creek must take place to minimize any damage to the biome, 
and mitigate any damage. 


Tree Loss/Mitigation: 

As Ms. Schneider also notes, MTA is not required to follow Montgomery County law, and Section 22A- 
12(b)(3) of the Montgomery County Forest Conservation law in particular. Regarding tree loss this is a 
particular concern. A project of this magnitude, just because it can, should not ignore this new and 
important protective law. We strongly recommend that tree loss be minimized, that existing trees near 
construction be protected to avoid construction-related death, and that any trees that are removed by 
replaced — nearby, in buffers and failing that, in parkland or rights of way. 


Stormwater Projects: 

Almost certainly there will be increased impervious surface as part of the Purple Line. While this addition 
will mandate state requirements for stormwater catchment/mitigation, we strongly suggest that this be 
handled thru low impact development stormwater controls such as those being implemented by the 
county Department of Environmental Protection. These would include bioswales, porous surfaces and 
bioretention. Again, no project of this size should ignore or worsen efforts of the major county initiative to 
comply with federal Clean Water Act requirements. The best and most comprehensive guidelines should 
prevail. 


Bike and Walking Paths 

Others have noted that it’s critical to safely mesh existing and new bike paths with Purple Line 
implementation. On Sligo Creek at Wayne Ave, there is an almost 20 year old walk/bike path. It is 
narrower than current design requirements would call for. Purple Line construction should expand these 
bike lanes where they intersect at Wayne and explore safer mechanisms for junctions of bike lanes and 
Purple Line and streets. 


Thank you for your consideration of our concerns and efforts. 
Kit Gage 


Chair, Stormwater Committee 
Friends of Sligo Creek. 
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9/6/2013 

Phelan 

Wyrick 

9003 Linton Street 

Silver Spring 

MD 

20901 
phelanawyrick@yahoo.com 


Please complete the Purple Line. This is going to bring much needed 
transportation and revitalization opportunities to families and businesses 
in communities across Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties, and 
to the Washington DC region. | have considered this project for years 
and now | have reviewed the impact statement. | am confident that the 
benefits far outweigh the risks. As a 15 year resident of Silver Spring 
and Takoma Park, | am very excited about what the Purple Line will 
bring to our area. This infrastructure will serve generations to come! 
Please don't be swayed by the small minority of vocal opponents who 
are thinking only of themselves. Thank you for everything you can do to 
make this project a reality! 
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9/6/2013 

Judith 

Marshak 

MD 
jmmarshak@hotmail.com 


| am totally against the building of the Purple Line. MD has far more 
important projects they should be looking at -- i.e., road & bridge 
improvement. | am against the fact that 50% of the gas tax is going to 
building this line -- where is the money coming from? AND | cannot 
believe that almost all of the trees along the trail will be taken down, 
particularly in view of the fact that Montgomery Cy has passed a bill 
about the tree canopy. How much money will have to be paid out to 
people/businesses who are having to relocate and buildings torn down. 


THIS IS NOT a good project and | just wish it could be stopped. 
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First Name : lan 

Last Name : Kelly 

State : MD 

Email Address : ikelly731@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : I'm appalled at the cost of this, not only in money, but also in the loss of 


the hundreds of trees. Shameful! 
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9/6/2013 
Ted 
Jacobson 
MD 


| scanned through it and didn't find anything 
about two issues that | think are super important: 


1. dedicated bus lanes 
2. hybrid line/battery power for the Purple line 


The document compares one "No build alternative" to one Purple Line 
alternative. 

| think this is too narrow, because neither of these take into account the 
possibility of 

dedicated bus lanes and hybrid power on the Purple line, which could 
significantly 

change the picture on both sides. Without considering these, it seems to 
me the 

impact study and comparison is woefully incomplete. 


What | mean by these issues: 


1. Dedicated bus lanes could allow buses to operate independent of 
traffic congestion, 

quite comparably to light rail. They would also be more flexible regarding 
the vehicle 

type, and would probably be much less expensive than the Purple line. 
The buses 

could be hybrid vehicles. 


2. Hybrid power is in place on light rail systems in several locations 
around the world. 
| lobbied the MTA about this several times in the past and got nowhere. 


There are several potential benefits of a hybrid system: 


a. Less fuel energy is used: instead of wasting kinetic energy as heat in 
friction brakes, 

electromagnetic brakes use the kinetic energy to charge batteries (like in 
a hybrid car). 

This reduces the power requirements, which 


- reduces operating expenses — 
- reduces pollution and greenhouse gas emissions 


Off-setting that is the costs and consequences of producing the 
batteries. A detailed 
comparison is needed. 


b. The vehicle can run some distance without external power. This 
makes it possible 

to avoid construction of overhead power line towers for some stretches 
of track, which 

could be useful for logistical and/or aesthetic purposes, and which would 
save on 

construction costs. 
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Comment Date : 9/6/2013 
First Name : Justin 
Last Name : Fidler 
City : Bethesda 
State : MD 

Zip Code : 20817 


Submission Content/Notes : Please build this. More public transportation is what the community 
needs, both now and in the future. The environmental impact seems 
: minimal. 
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Comment Date : 9/6/2013 

First Name : Elaine 

Last Name : Raue 

State : MD 

Email Address : elaineraue@me.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Totally against Purple Line. 
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Comment Date : 9/7/2013 

First Name : Eleanor 

Last Name : Balaban 

Address : 4650 east west highway 

City : Bethesda 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20814 

Email Address : Eleanor.balaban@Inf.com 

Submission Content/Notes : Absolutely stupid to ruin the lives all along this residential line of homes. 


Cl The path is so environmentally friendly. Let the commuters have a bus 
on East West hwy. that's what streets are for. 


EIRE 
Go N 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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9/7/2013 

Terry 

Bateman 

4116 Leland Street 

Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
terrybateman1@gmail.com 


This entire project, and the way the information is being manipulated is 
really insane. There is no way this project can be cost justified. The 
costs have doubled since the concept was first submitted for review and 
it will most likely double again before completion--if not more. That is in 
addition to the quality of life impact it will have on the people most 
affected--those who live on or near the trail. In a mass urban area the 
trail is a beautifully preserved and quiet part of nature that will be forever 
lost. This is clearly a political move by the governor, pushed by the 
Chevy Chase Land Company to allow denser zoning for their 
development efforts. And finally it is simply the MTA doing what they do- 
-wanting to build more--whether it makes sense or not. | don't suppose 
logic will ever play into this decision because if it did, this project would 
have been shelved long ago. | have heard and read many extremely 
intelligent and articulate arguments for why this should be killed, and 
really have heard no good arguments for its justification--yet it just keeps 
on going--clearly the sign of government agencies doing what they do-- 
spend senseless money. 
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Comment Date : 
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State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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9/7/2013 

Darren 

Mays 

MD 

20815 
darren.mays@gmail.com 


The Purple Line is a terrible idea!! This is a pet project of politicians in 
Annapolis who don't listen to the constituents who it affects and who will 
ultimately foot a big chunk of the bill through local taxes. A few, of many 
reasons, why this is an awful, awful idea: (1) There's no evidence the 
project will reduce traffic or stimulate commerce (e.g., the NHTSA 
August 2013 report concluding such public transit projects don't reduce 
congestion). Even the planners behind the project admit that the vast 
majority of Purple Line riders will come from other public transit, thus not 
reducing congestion and perhaps even making it worse in the 
Montgomery County/NW DC areas; (2) It will devastate a cherished local 
green space, the northern portion of the Georgetown Branch 
Trail/Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver spring. This 
park will be clear cut and virtually destroyed. (3) There is no regard for 
public safety. This will be an above ground line traveling at high speed 
through residential areas, near schools, and by busy pedestrian areas. 
(4) The potential benefit is certainly not worth the bill! The state does not 
have enough money to pay for the project, the federal government has 
not made a sure commitment to support it, and now much of the burden 
will fall on local taxpayers. Few of the constituents in Montgomery 
County who will pay much of the bill for this even want it; any lawmaker 
who argues this is not true is completely incorrect. We see this now 
when fares for public transit fall short of expenditures. 


Unfortunately, the complaints and issues raised by the people who 
actually live in the neighborhoods where the Purple Line will be built fall 
on deaf ears. That is because this project is largely a political maneuver 
by Martin O'Malley and his colleagues in the state capitol. In difficult 
economic times there are much wiser investments than new construction 
on a light rail that will ultimately have a negative impact on the 
community and cost taxpayers millions (e.g., rejuvenating and repairing 
the dilapidated Metro system that already exists). There is no evidence 
in this FEIS that suggests this project should go forward. Please do your 
job and listen to the constituents who voted you into office -- no one 
wants or needs this project, it will have a negative impact on the 
community, and there are far better ways to invest this money for the 
state of Maryland. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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9/7/2013 

Vivian 

Ehrlich 

507 Bonifant Street 
Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
ehrlichvivian@aol.com 


My mom has lived at 507 Bonifant Street for 50 years. | have been 
living with her for the past 3 years. In my bedroom on the first floor, 
which looks out on the backyard, it is peaceful. | do not hear traffic or 
loud noises from either Wayne Avenue or Dale Drive.. | Know that |, as 
well as my neighbors would like to keep things that way. 


We do not want to hear significant construction noise, particularly 
during the 30 months when a tunnel is being blasted between Wayne 
Avenue and Arliss Street. Also, we do not want to hear the "hum" of 
electrical substations nor the sound of warning horns or bells as trains 
approach intersections. We also do not want to feel vibrations from 
passing trains. 


All this would destroy the peacefulness of the Silver Spring 
community. And yes, the neighborhood subdivisions, are right now, | a 
haven from noise and peaceful. 


We do not want to the area to become LOUD, not only because 
noise causes stress but it can also cause hearing loss and tinnitus. 


Bottom line - the Purple line is a BAD idea. The no build alternative 
would be the best way to go. 


co 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/7/2013 

Patrick 

Ruff 

4012 Adams Drive 

Silver Spring 

MD 

20902 

pondo_stein@yahoo.com 

I'm in favor of the purple line but there is one glaring issue with the 
operation of it - it appears that the train will run right over Connecticut 
Avenue without a bridge or overpass (see article below). The rush hour 
traffic right now on Conn Avenue is bad enough, | cant see how this 


purple line is going to help volume on that street since it is going east 
west and the road goes basically north south. 


How do you guys plan to alleviate the traffic being stopped so often for 
the trains? The montrose road crossing over the CSX railroad tracks in 
rockville has had a safety issue with a number of trains hitting cars 
(about once a year or more), so how is this Conn Ave crossing going to 
be any different? 


Here is the article about Conn Ave: 
http://articles.washingtonpost.com/2012-03- 
01/local/35449774_1_purple-line-light-rail-construction-costs 
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Comment Date : 9/7/2013 

First Name : Joan 

Last Name : Mancuso 

Address : 8808 Altimont Lane 

City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : mouse48@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : To the Governor- 
In spite of your excitement with the advancement of the The Purple Line, 

it is an environmental disaster. You will ruin a much loved walking, hiking 

and biking trail covered in woods. It should be routed along the existing 


transportation corridor of the Beltway from New Carrollton to Bethesda 
or Grosvenor station where it won't destroy the character of our 
community. We are NOT an urban community. It is probably too late for 
that and it is so sad for future generations. 
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Comment Date : 
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Last Name : 
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City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/7/2013 

Vivian 

Ehrlich 

507 Bonifant Street 

Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 

ehrlichvivian@aol.com 

Please, please do not build the Purple Line!! 


| have been looking on and off for a home in 
Montgomery County for quite some time. . The main criteria of the 
home is that | do not want to hear train or 
traffic noise. | have had to eliminate downtown 
Rockville and parts of Gaithersburg, because of the train noise, the 
entire 
route 29 corrider because of the traffic noise and 
many neighborhoods which border the ICC. 
(ie. Longmead), again because of the highway noise. 


In my opinion, the county does NOT need any 
transportation projects which will add noise into 
currently peaceful neighborhoods. 

Being able to buy a home in a peaceful 
neighborhood and enjoy the peacefulness is much 
more important than any commuting benefit 
the Purple Line would provide. 


Bottom Line - The Purple Line will destroy 
the peacefulness of downcounty. And that is just not fair to the people 
who live downcounty. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/8/2013 

Assya 

Pascalev 

4511 Sleaford Rd. 
Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
apascal2003@gmail.com 


"No" to the destruction of the tree canopy, the citizens’ well-being and 
the community life for the Purple Line! The FEIS provides ample 
evidence for the tremendous negative impact of the Purple Line. The 
human cost in terms of disrupted lives and communities far outweighs 
the benefits, which could be achieved by other means such as buses. 
The destruction of the tree canopy will be a huge loss for Maryland and 
for the future generations — this must not be allowed! The funds are 
needed and should be used to repair and maintain in good order the 
existing Red Line, which is filled with water and in need of repairs. The 
Capital Crescent Trail is unique and invaluable and must be preserved 
for all, including the future generations. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


=|8|[S][8][2]|& 
oo iw) (oe) N el N 


9/9/2013 

Laura 

Lederman 

3916 Underwood St 

Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
laura.lederman@gmail.com 


| am writing to oppose the proposed light rail line along the Capital 
Crescent Trail. 


What will happen if the Montgomery County succeeds in placing light rail 
along the trail? 


1. It will render the Georgetown Branch of the Capital Crescent Trail 
(CCT) unsafe and unpleasant. Most of the CCT between Connecticut 
Avenue and Bethesda measures 66 wide or less, compared to a 100 
foot-wide right of way elsewhere on the proposed route. The right of way 
narrows to just 32 feet at the entrance to the Bethesda tunnel under 
Wisconsin Avenue. If the proposed light rail is built, this section will be 
only 8 feet wide, unsafe for both runners and cyclists in an already 
crowded part of the trail. 


2. If will provide an undeserved windfall to developers at the expense of 
our green space. The Chevy Chase Land Company advocates this 
project because it hopes to increase development density along 
Connecticut Avenue. This will further decrease public green space and 
increase traffic in an already heavily congested area. 


3. It will miss an opportunity to mitigate the traffic nightmare along 
Wisconsin and Jones Bridge Road (JBR) becuase of the National 
Medical Center project under BRAC. For my family alone the destruction 
of the trail will mean my husband and son will have to commute by car, 
rather than by bicycle or foot. That is TWO additional cars on the road. 
MTA itself acknowledges that this $2 billion project will not relieve traffic 
congestion. 


4. It will destroy tree cover and green space and add more emissions 
than a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) option. The state's Environmental 
Impact Statement confirms that the light rail option will result in the clear 
cutting of surrounding trees. In addition, the DEIS also states that the 
light rail option will produce higher CO2 emissions as compared to the 
BRT option. Finally, trains awaiting maintenance in the Woodmont east 
area will occupy the only grassy patch in downtown Bethesda! 


There are precious few open green or public spaces in the Bethesda 
Chevy Chase area. Please preserve the Capital Crescent Trail as it is a 
unique and irreplaceable resource. Again, | oppose the light rail option 
for the Purple Line. 
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Zip Code : 
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9/9/2013 

Carter 

Davis 

3322 Jones Bridge Court 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
seedabee@yahoo.com 


| am the owner of a house directly adjacent to the proposed line between 
Jones Mill and Connecticut Ave. While | have a lot of concerns that are 
selfish (noise, vibrations, access to trail), | will not address those here. 
What | would like to address is the total loss of the existing mature tree 
canopy along the trail. The existing trees create a very park-like feel all 
along the trail, which is a rarity in an area so close to a major city. Many, 
many people enjoy this amenity, not just the ones backed up to it. To 
remove the canopy that has taken decades, if not centuries, to establish 
itself, is a real travesty, and loss to everyone. The even sadder part is 
that there is no plan to re-establish this tree canopy for future 
generations, so it will be a permanent loss. | think this fact should be 
looked at long and hard when deciding whether to ultimately approve the 
purple line. 
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Comment Date : 9/9/2013 

First Name : Barbara 

Last Name : Ditzler 

Address : 1225 Noyes Dr 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : bditzle@ yahoo.com 

Submission Content/Notes : | am 100% for Purple Line and | commend MTA for redesigning for a 
rel better route. Reading that the Capital Crescent Trail may not continue all 
the way to downtown Silver Spring because of CSX right-of-way 
C3 problems is not acceptable. There are other alternatives being proposed 
that must be considered. A full trail is one of the selling points of the PL 


for many people and a way must be found to implement a full trail. 
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Comment Date : 9/9/2013 

First Name : Elizabeth 

Last Name : Spencer 

Address : 8712 Susanna Lane 
City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : edsmsw@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The amount of noise this project could produce is shocking. We 
neighbors have been told over and over at meetings about the Purple 
Line that noise will not be a factor, and now to see this huge impact is 
terrible. This will ruin our neighborhood quality of life, not to mention our 
home values. This project should not move forward. 
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Comment Date : 9/9/2013 

First Name : Kim 

Last Name : Marsh 

Address : 3904 Manor Road 

City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : Kimmarsh1018@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : It is a great disappointment to read this FEIS document. Aside from 


ruining the quality and character of our little neighborhood, Chevy Chase 
A2 Lake, we are now facing months and possibly years of midnight 
construction on Connecticut Avenue, more disruptive traffic congestion 
and an end to one of the most beautiful nature trails we have in 
Montgomery county. We feel that the years of objection and concern we 
have expressed around the purple line have fallen again and again on 
the deaf ears of the politicians and government staff who are paid to 
represent us. 
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Comment Date : 9/9/2013 

First Name : Ashley 

Last Name : Davis 

Address : 3322 Jones Bridge Court 
City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 


Email Address : ashley_gibbs@hotmail.com 





Submission Content/Notes : The Georgetown Branch / Capital Crescent Trail is a singularly unique 


feature used by countless residents in the Kensington, Garrett Park, 
Silver Spring, Lyttonsville, Chevy Chase, Bethesda and surrounding 
areas. 


There are many aspects to the proposed light rail line that will have a 
deleterious impact to the surrounding communities. First, the harmful 
effects of the noise pollution cannot be underestimated. Even where 
they are below federal thresholds, the sustained exposure to noise can 
harm adults and children. Sounds generated from the high volume of 
passing trains, horns and the ongoing sounds generated from the 
electrical substations will erode the quality of day to day life for the 
adults and children in the impacted areas. 


There are additional serious health concerns related to the exposure to 
unwanted sounds or noise. For example, in the July-August 2002 issue 
of the Archives of Environmental Health, a team of government and 
university researchers concluded that exposure to sound “acts asa 
stressor—activating physiological mechanisms that over time can 
produce adverse health effects.... noise may elevate systolic blood 
pressure, diastolic blood pressure, and heart rate, thus producing both 
acute and chronic health effects.” 


Even more serious is the impact unwanted sound, or noise, can have on 
the learning ability of children. A ground-breaking study was published in 
1975 by AL Bronzaft entitled, "The effect of elevated train noise on 
reading ability." Environment and Behavior. 1975. The study compared 
reading scores between classrooms in the same school that were 
exposed and not exposed to railway noise. Poorer performance was 
a on the noisy side with a 3-4 month delay compared to the quieter 
side. 


The World Health Organization considered this and other corroborating 
studies to study children and noise across developmental categories 
(Fetus, Infant, Pre-school, Teenager, Youth). Their findings documented 
adverse effects across each age group. One finding of preschool 
children identified that "Effects of noise on cognitive development have 
been documented in preschool ages as well. Higher levels of noise at 
home are associated with decrements in cognitive development for age." 
In the September 1981 issue of the Journal of Environmental 
Psychology, an article looked across over 25 studies examining the 
effect of noise on children’s learning ability and "found the same thing to 
be true: noise can affect children’s learning.” 


Chronic exposure to unwanted sounds or noise can also interrupt or 
delay sleep, moving sleep stages from deeper sleep to lighter sleep. 
Preventing or disturbing sleep over a short and long period of time is 
known to have negative health effects for adults and children. In children 
and adolescents, this can further negatively impact their growth and 
development. 


In addition to noise pollution, there is also the environmental view. This 
trail is used extensively for walking and cycling to work, a truly green 
commuting option, as well as recreation for the many neighborhoods in 
the area. The trail makes cycling or walking to work a truly feasible and 
appealing option for the many working residents of these areas. The 
addition of the light rail will drastically reduce the number of access 
points to the trails, especially for those residents who live directly 
adjacent to the trail and are currently able to access the trail from their 
yards. 


Finally, the loss of the tree canopy has a negative impact both visually 


and environmentally. Tree canopies play an important role in improving 
air and water quality along with the direct and indirect environmental and 
social benefits. Other cities, such as Baltimore, are moving in the 
opposite direction to preserve and expand tree canopy. In 2010, 
Baltimore enacted a sustainability plan to double the tree canopy, 
recognizing how vital the canopy is for the quality of life throughout the 
city's areas. 


Ultimately, the value of the proposed line is vastly outweighed by the 
negative and harmful effects it will have on the many families and 
individuals living in the impacted communities. 

Respectfully, 


Ashley Davis 
Resident of Chevy Chase, MD 
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Comment Date : 9/10/2013 

First Name : Allan 

Last Name : Sutter 

Address : 107 E Wayne Ave 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20901 

Email Address : jsutter@rcn.com 

Submission Content/Notes : There will be entrances to the underground section including the 
Manchester Ave Station where children and animals can enter the 

tunnel. What methods are employed to keep children and animals out of 


that area? What steps will be taken to protect the safety of children and 
animals that get into the tunnel? 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #31 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/10/2013 

Glen 

Hutton 

8615 Woodbrook lane 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
ghutton@faseb.org 


| see in your announcement there are no links to the environmental 
study! | would like to see it to see what the EPA says. | don’t really need 
it to tell me that my environment will change drastically for the worse. | 
live close to the trail and have lived there since 1963. The trees that will 
be removed and the added dirt and pollution in my neighborhood and at 
my house is a horror story. The sad thing is that the purple line will not 
help traffic congestion it will only increase it because its a developers 
dream come true. The Purple Line is a nightmare for single family 
homeowners along its path and only the greedy, the uninformed, and 
misguided are supporters. 
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Comment Date : 9/10/2013 

First Name : Leon 

Last Name : Calomiris 

Address : 4408 JONES BRIDGE ROAD 
City : BETHESDA 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20814 

Email Address : leospartiate@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : You should scrap the whole project. Look at the ICC, and Silver Spring. 
| have lived on Jones Bridge Rd. for 20 years and | have opposed this 
project from day 1. Just a waste of taxpayer dollars. 
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Comment Date : 9/11/2013 

First Name : Eleanor 

Last Name : Mcintyre 

Address : 9003 Glenville Rd. 
City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20901 

Email Address : betsymacrn@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The purple line should NOT be built. It is such an expensive endeavor, 
will disrupt neighbors, and destroy homes/businesses. The noise 
pollution will be outrageous. It will be a tax burden for all Marylanders 
FOREVER. For aconvenience of a few, all Marylanders would have to 
pay.STOP right now and do a bus route! 
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Comment Date : 9/11/2013 
First Name : Mike 
Last Name : Johnsen 
Address : 7812 Takoma Ave 
City : Takoma Park 
State : MD 
Zip Code : 20912 
Email Address : mjohnsen@earthlink.net 
Submission Content/Notes : A large part of what happens with transit is provided is that people 
switch from using private vehicles to using transit. However, in your 
safety impacts you ignore the impacts to safety from crashes, or, really, 
crash avoidance: does the preferred alternative save lives by removing 
passenger cars from the road? DOT's own research shows the crash 


rates for passenger cars to be much higher than transit: thus it should be 
fairly easy to calculate the number of crashes the transit option would 
prevent. This, by the way, is a huge benefit since the DOT values a life 
at over $9 million. There are many questions you could have shed light 
upon concerning this issue. For example, are people less likely to drive 
intoxicated due to the transit option (the areas along the line do have a 
night-life component)? That would be nice to know. Since safety is part 
of DOT's mission, why is this omitted from analysis? 
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Comment Date : 9/12/2013 

First Name : Joshua 

Last Name : Dowling 

Address : 4513 Gregg Rd. 

City : Brookeville 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20833 

Email Address : jotdowling@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The purple line seems to be environmentally sound! | support this project 
re] as a way of further protecting the environment by reducing congestion 
and pollution. 
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9/12/2013 

Carla and Morton 
Klevan 

8711 Brierly Court 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
cklevan@verizon.net 


My husband and | are homeowners for 40 years on Brierly Court, close 
to the Purple Line tracks, and frequent users of the trail where we walk 
several times a weeks between Jones Mill Road and downtown 
Bethesda. We are most concerned about the noise and vibration levels 
of the Purple Line, and how they will effect our daily lives. We would 
hope that this project will not be built until there are sufficient funds to 
incorporate state-of-the-art noise and vibration reduction controls in the 
design. We also question the need for loudspeaker announcements of 
trains at the various stations. This is a quiet suburban neighborhood, as 
you know, and the Purple Line and concomitant development represent 
a major change for those of us living here. We think it is incumbent on 
the FTA and MTA to take all available measures to insure that the 
impact of the rail line will be as positive as possible. 
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9/12/2013 

Karen 

Cooper 

416 Pershing Drive 
Silver Sping 

MD 

20910 
coolcoops@verizon.net 


Ringing bells and PA announcements in the middle of residential 
neighborhoods 70 times a day is terrible. Try again to come up witha 
system that makes sense to those that are stuck living near the 

line. Electromic Reader boards are one idea. | can not support the 
FEIS as it stands now and am even considering withdrawing my long 
standing support of the whole line. 
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Comment Date : 9/13/2013 
First Name : Meg 
Last Name: VanDeWeghe 
State : MD 
Email Address : meg.vandeweghe@gmail.com 
Submission Content/Notes : The Purple Line will ruin too many neighborhoods with the destruction of 
D2 trees, and with noise and vibrations. It also will cause significant traffic 
: problems. If it is built, | will actively campaign against Martin O'Mally in 
any election!!! 
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Comment Date : 9/13/2013 

First Name : Jeff 

Last Name : Rule 

Address : 3906 Laird Place 
City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : jeffsrule@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Noise: The Purple Line will be traveling through existing residential 
neighborhoods. The recent article in the Post sited that the trains, which 
come every 5 minutes, will be blowing a horn. How is this possibly 

compatible with residential neighborhoods and a service that runs until 
: midnight? 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #40 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/13/2013 

First Name : Jeff 

Last Name : Rule 

Address : 3906 Laird Place 
City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : jeffsrule@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Electrical Substations: I've been unable to find any information on the 
18 electrical substations that will need to be built. Will they be near 


neighborhoods? How loud will the "hum" be? 
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City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/13/2013 

Kristi 

Miller 

8503 Lynwood Place 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
kristi.bigos@gmail.com 


I'm really sad that the purple line is going to destroy the trail that runs 
along my neighborhood. | wish you could find a way to go down Jones 
Bridge Rd. instead of the trail. | can imagine that the environmental 
impact of this development is far worse than any impact evaluation 
results suggest. Having a train run past peoples’ houses, and along a 
trail, which runs through a beautiful country club, is not ideal in any 
environment. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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9/13/2013 
Gurujeet 

Khalsa 

2631 Colston Dr 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
gurujeet@live.com 


I'm a regular user of the Georgetown Branch Trail. | enjoy it in all 
seasons walking and biking the 3 1/2 miles from my house to the heart 
of Bethesda. It is a treasure that cannot be replaced. My ‘personal’ 
environmental impact once the tree canopy is down is huge. Myself and 
thousands of others using the trail regularly on our bikes will no longer 
be able to go through the tunnel and will have to negotiate our bikes in 
traffic from Woodmont up to and across Wisconsin Avenue. This is an 
area that already has serious safety issues with pedestrians and 
automobiles. The Chevy Chase Lake station and the proposed 
redevelopment plan is going to bring way too much density to a current 
pleasant and settled residential neighborhood. The traffic along the 
major commuter corridors of E-W Hwy and Connecticut Ave which is 
already bad is going to get far worse with a station and redevelopment at 
Chevy Chase Lake. If this is the economic development being cited as a 
benefit, that is an idiotic justification. We are already well served in this 
area with shopping, entertainment, and recreation at Bethesda and 
Silver Spring and a major development around a station between the 
two is unneeded. So with a beautiful urban park destroyed, increased 
congestion, noise, vibration, safety issues, and overdevelopment | would 
say the environmental impact at the Bethesda end is highly negative. | 
sincerely hope that our elected representatives get the message and 
stop this foolish project. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #43 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/13/2013 

First Name : Tom 

Last Name : Forhan 

Address : 7001 Westmoreland Ave 
City : Takoma Park 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20912 

Email Address : tom.forhan@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : This is a very complex project, but overall believe a very serious and 
comprehensive analysis has been done, and | have no disagreements 
with the EIS. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #44 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/13/2013 

First Name : James 

Last Name : Barnes 

Address : 4611 Drexel Road 

City : College Park 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20740 

Submission Content/Notes : | strongly support the Purple Line as proposed. | appreciate the efforts 

of the designers to respond to previous public comments. | look forward 

to construction actually starting. 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #45 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/13/2013 

First Name : Janis 

Last Name : Alcorn 

Address : 3508 Woodbine St 

City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : janisalcorn@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | disagree with the need for this project. It will reduce the canopy of trees 
and other environmental services-- a cost that is not included in the 
B.1 assessment. It will increase noise pollution. Buses already carry people 
efficiently on this route, and they are not overcrowded. The major 
benefits will accrue to the property developers who will use this as an 
opportunity to profit from this federal investment. 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #46 DETAIL 








Comment Date : 9/14/2013 

First Name : Vivian 

Last Name : Ehrlich 

State : MD 

Email Address : ehrlichvivian@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | vote for the NO BUILD option. Projected ridership is overstated, 
noise disruption to neighborhoods is HUGE. (warning bells, vibration 


A.2 noises) 


There are other 
reasonable alternatives for east-west transport in lower Montgomery 
County. 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #47 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/14/2013 

Maureen 

Donnelly 

5225 Pooks Hill Road 
Ste 4A 

Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
Midonnellymd@aol.com 


This line is a terrible idea. It will ruin neighborhoods and lives. It hurts far 
more people than it will help. | believe that greed is the driving force. As 
a small child, growing up In a small town, my civic-minded parents would 
comment on projects such as this one ("Someone is going to get rich on 
this at the expense of others."; since it was a small town, they usually 
knew who.) I'm waiting to see (I'm also waiting in the the traffic of the 
mess that will be created!!!) 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #48 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/14/2013 

First Name : Mindy 

Last Name : Flax 

Address : 915 Glaizewood Avenue 

City : Takoma Park 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20912 

Email Address : czmichal@yahoo.com 

Submission Content/Notes : | hope I've misunderstood the literature | received today. Are you 

seriously proposing to NARROW University Blvd from 3 lanes in each 

direction to 2??? The purple line may be great for people who already 


ride the metro, but | doubt it will reduce the cars on University Blvd 
during morning or evening commute. Please tell me I've misunderstood! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #49 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/14/2013 

First Name : Ken 

Last Name : Woodard 

Address : 3018 Ferndale St. 

City : Kensington 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20895 

Email Address : woodard.ken@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : Destruction of the bike/pedestrian path between Bethesda and Silver 

Spring plus the absurd cost of construction outweigh whatever benefits 

this may offer. | oppose this project as a degradation of much needed 


bicycle and foot routes. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #50 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/14/2013 

First Name : Terri 

Last Name : Woodard 

Address : 3018 Ferndale Street 

City : Kensington 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20895 

Email Address : twoodard@norwoodschool.org 


Submission Content/Notes : With the destruction of the bike path from Silver Spring to Bethesda and 
the building of power stations in neighborhoods along the route the 
proposed plan has too many negative consequences. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #51 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/14/2013 

First Name : Jean 

Last Name : Cavanaugh 

Address : 9207 Worth Avenue 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20901 

Email Address : jeancavanaugh@fastmail.fm 


Submission Content/Notes : Just a quick note on an error: 7.2.6 on Dale Drive Station. This is 
actually located in the North and West Silver Spring Master Plan. Did 
staff actually read that plan in relation to the future station? 
http://(www.montgomeryplanning.org/community/plan_areas/silver_sprin 
g_takoma_park/master_plans/nw_ss/nw_ss_toc.shtm 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

State : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/15/2013 

Mario 

Pascalev 

MD 
Mario_Pascalev@yahoo.com 


The FEIS revealed the falsehood of the initial claims about the low 
environmental impact of the Purple Line. It will be a lot noisier, will 
require the destruction of a lot more homes, businesses and mature 
trees. Additionally, it will save less time to commuters. Cyclists will need 
to carry their bikes across Wisconsin Ave and the walkers will need to 
forget about their beloved trail. The public discussion around FEIS also 
demonstrates that the communities (Takoma Park, Silver Spring and 
Bethesda) along the route oppose overwhelmingly the project. The only 
group that clearly benefits are the developers, who can't wait to build 
and profit from expensive multi-story condominium buildings around the 
stations. The politicians should hear the wake-up call of the FEIS and go 
back to express bus or No build alternatives. The resources that would 
be saved from hurting the communities and the environment could be 
used much better to repair the aging Red Line tunnels. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #53 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/15/2013 

First Name : Brian 

Last Name : Stagg 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : brian.stagg@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : The benefits of the Purple Line greatly outweigh the minimal 
environmental impacts. The reduction of automobile traffic and the 

possibility of infill development will improve air quality and make the 


quality of life in the region much better. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #54 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/15/2013 

Roger 

Paden 

2209 Richland PL 
Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
Rpaden@verizon.net 


All these comments concern the area around the proposed Lyttonsville 
Station 


(1) The area south of the Purple Line and west of Albert Stewart Ave. is 
listed as being acquired during the construction process, but | could not 
find any information on its ultimate fate. An open green space or a 
landscaped water retention area would make a nice amenity for the 
community and trail users. 


(2) The Traction Power Station near Kansas Ave. is very close to three 
houses. Moving it to the other side of the Purple Line tracks would put it 
at a distance from those residences. 


(3) The retaining walls along the south side of the line from Lyttonsville 
Place to the park could be designed to display art and information about 
the park. Landscaping should be used to help shield the parking 
structure/ rail yard from the trail. 


(4) If vehicular access to the rail yard were to be changed to the west 
side the yard from the north side of the Lyttonsville station that area 
north of the station could be made into a useful public and commercial 
space. 


(5) The trail from Bethesda to downtown Silver Spring needs to be 
continuous and uninterrupted. 


(6) One maps show a new road running to the south of the trail from 
Albert Stewart Avenue to the present day landscaping supply yard. As 
there is currently very little traffic to the yard, rather than build that road, 
allow an at-grade access to that yard or make the road a dirt road 
(similar to the current access road. If that area is re-zoned for residential 
structures, the developer could gain access to it with a bridge over the 
Purple Line at no cost to the public. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #55 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/15/2013 

First Name : Angel 

Last Name : Scott 

Address : 6025 64th Avenue 

City : Riverdale 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20737 

Email Address : arscot08@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : | think the purple line is great idea. There are two bus stop across from 

my home. If the bus stops will be displaced then a purple line stop 

should be added. The bus stops are used by multitudes of people from 


my condo/townhome complex and the apartment complex behind my 
condo/townhome complex. As a member of the Board of Directors of 
the Riverpark Condo Association, if you need our assistance or would 
like to provide details to our Condo Association please let me know. | 
will give you the contact info of our President. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #56 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/16/2013 
First Name : Ehrlich 
Last Name: Vivian 
State : MD 
Email Address : ehrlichvivian@aol.com 
Submission Content/Notes : Please, do not build the Purple Line. We, in Silver Spring, do not want 
to see electrical substations in our neighborhoods, 
nor do we want to hear bells, horns and wheel squeaks sounding. 


4 
What are you all thinking of? 


There are alternative ways to improve he east-west 
transporation system in lower Mont. County. 


But the Purple Line is NOT the way. 
LEAVE SILVER SPRING ALONE! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #57 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/16/2013 

First Name : David 

Last Name : Saltzman 

Address : 4414 Maple Avenue 
City : Bethesda 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20814 

Email Address : dsaltzman@turklaw.net 


Submission Content/Notes : | have begun reviewing the FEIS and believe that while the report 
properly summarizes the support and opposition to the plan in the 
C.3 AA/DEIS section, the FEIS tends to dismiss the opposition and and 
validate the support. 


Further, though the FEIS addresses bicycle and pedestrian impacts, the 
destruction of the existing, tree-lined Capital Crescent Trail GBT 
extension with a degraded trail hard up against a concrete wall is no 
ee at all. Further, there is no funding for even this proposed 
trail. 
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| reserve the right to make further comment as | continue to review the 
DEIS 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/16/2013 

Stephen 

Bergman 

701 Bonifant Street 

Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
bluenoterecords@mac.com 


| am very concerned about the proposal to put a 60-foot humming 
electrical power substation on Wayne Avenue right in the middle of a 
residential neighborhood. Mr. Madden was recently quoted as saying 
this will have no health effects. That is very easy to say. | have no 
reason to believe that statement or that Mr. Madden cares one way or 
another. He wants to get this thing built. Furthermore, there was 
absolutely no mention of this power substation during any of the 
"community outreach" meetings where the project managers allegedly 
took into account concerns from the community. Councilmember Ervin 
said that she only became aware of the planned power substation in 
June. It is hard to believe that the planners were not aware of the need 
for these giant humming boxes when they initially met with us. Yet there 
was no mention of them. Sure seems like they wanted to get the project 
rolling, pretend to listen to our concerns and then drop this little bit of 
news on us once the project was a fait accompli. | am very upset about 
this. Mr. Madden has not been an honest broker throughout this 
process. He has never taken community outreach with us seriously. It 
was a means to an end. It appears to me that he simply wanted to 
check the community outreach box and move on. | will not forget how 
this was done. And | always vote. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/16/2013 

Adam 

Kuszak 

2208 Washington Ave 
301 

Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
akuszak@gmail.com 


Although | support the idea of creating the purple line, | cannot support 
the planned route which will destroy considerable sections of the capital 
crescent and georgetown trails, displace residents and alter properties, 
and evict businesses. | will not support the completion of the purple line 
with the current mapping. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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9/16/2013 

Cynthia 

Green 

5512 Westbard Avenue 
Bethesda 

MD 

20816 
cpgreen@verizon.net 


| don't understand why the Purple Line is not designed to connect with 
Jones Bridge Road and to the Medical Center Metro. The Medical 
Center area has thousands of workers and insufficient parking. It just 
doesn't make sense to decimate the Capital Crescent Trail for a noisy, 
slow electric train that does not actually connect with the Bethesda 
Metro. The environment impact is very serious. And the Purple Line is 
likely to cost much more than the current estimate. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #61 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/16/2013 

First Name : Pierre 

Last Name : MICHEL 

Address : 8805 Altimont lane 

City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : pierre.michel@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : We are concerned about the noise made by the purpleline. 


Are they studies evaluating the noise level (dB) at various distances and 
at different locations. 
What measures will be taken to reduce the noise transmitted (special 
walls, speed limits in certain zones...) 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #62 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 
First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/16/2013 

Ethan 

Goffman 

Sierra Club Montgomery County Group 


523 N Horners Ln 

Rockville 

MD 

20850 

ethan.goffman@maryland.sierraclub.org 

The Montgomery County Sierra Club Group continues to support the 
preferred alternative to the Purple Line. We believe it will greatly reduce 
sprawl, reduce the number of car trips in the area, benefit the local and 
global environment, and help heal the regional east-west divide. We 


would particularly like to see development in the Langley Park area, 
including high quality jobs, to help support balanced growth. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #63 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/16/2013 

First Name : Sara 

Last Name : Mazie 

State : MD 

Email Address : saramazie@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Plant new trees along the new bicycle path from Bethesda east. 


| basically agree with the Purple Line using the old railroad bed from 
Bethesda to Lytonville. However, my understanding is that trees will 
need to be taken down during construction (seems reasonable) but that 

there are no plans to plant new ones. That seems wrong and very 
environmentally unfriendly. . | am already on the mailing list. 
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Comment Date : 9/17/2013 
First Name : Joanne 
Last Name : Wall 
State : MD 


Email Address : 


Submission Content/Notes : 
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Joanne.Wall@fcc.gov 


| am writing against the Purple Line project particularly with respect to its 
extension along the Georgetown Branch Trail in Chevy Chase, MD. The 
project will cause an enormous negative impact on one of the few green 
areas remaining in the Chevy Chase area. Not only will the Purple Line 
cause the destruction of trees, introduce noise and vibration (from the 
movement of the trains), but it will undoubtedly dissuade people from 
biking and hiking along the trail in that area. Further, the Purple Line is 
sure to cause injuries to hikers and bikers. Rather than ease 
congestion, in the long run it is more than certain to create greater 
congestion. Whenever and wherever a subway station and line has 
been introduced in the metropolitan area, development and congestion 
have increased. The people who profit are the developers. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/17/2013 

Mark 

Clauss 

7917 Sleaford Place 
Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
markclauss@yahoo.com 


The public space that is being proposed for the new purple line is better 
served as green space for the community to enjoy. more and more 
people are walking or biking as commuters and taking away this safe 
trail option to put in more mass transit (when we have plenty of buses 
and other modes of public transit) will only make the problem worse. 


furthermore, there is so little green space left in Montgomery county, that 
taking away the hiking trail will be quite detrimental to the quality of life in 
Our area. 


My son and daughter learned to ride their bikes on the trail that will be 
destroyed by the purple line, and use the trail to today to ride to school. | 
use the trail to ride to work 3 days out of 5. 


We are firmly opposed to this project and feel that other options should 
be considered. 


Thank you for your consideration. Mark, Sarah, Alexa and Jack Clauss 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #66 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/17/2013 

First Name : Ana Maria 

Last Name : Balfour 

Address : 9802 Hill Street 

City : Kensington 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20895 

Email Address : abal1550@aol.com 

Submission Content/Notes : We are extremely concerned with the environmental impact that the 

Purple Line will create and the loss of the Trail that we use and enjoy so 

much. We are absolutely against it. Thank you. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #68 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/17/2013 

First Name : Thomas 

Last Name : Flammia 

Address : 604 Cloverfield Place 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : tomeboy@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : Either bury the rail line, or bury the substations, preferably both. Don't 
kill my property value with your ridiculous plan. 
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Comment Date : 9/17/2013 

First Name : Janice 

Last Name : Browne 

Address : 809 Islington Street 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : janicebro2@comcast.net 

Submission Content/Notes : I've followed this project from the beginning and consider myself well 

informed and objective. My conclusion is that the costs simply outweigh 

the benefits. Costs and benefits in every sense of those words. Let's do 


the responsible and courageous thing for the citizens of Maryland and 
abandon it. It's not too late. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

City : 

State : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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9/17/2013 

Michael R. 

Marsh 

Chevy Chase 

MD 
mrmjersey@gmail.com 


My family and | live in the Chevy Chase Hill’s neighborhood to the west 
of Conn. Ave. and Manor Road — we were and are still against the 
Purple Line being construction on the Capital Crescent Trail. 

Our rational - not only will the Purple Line construction destroy the 
character of our current urban neighborhood (e.g., destroy all mature 
trees, wild animal sanctuaries, constant noise, potential damage to 
home foundations per vibrations, increased traffic and population in an 
already environmentally saturated and fragile neighborhood etc. ... ) it 
will also take away the “only green space” for recreation that we have 
close to our neighborhood! 

| was the President of our neighborhood association at the outset of the 
MTA’s Purple Line “community input” stage some 8 years ago. | 
attended these meeting with great enthusiasm per representing my 
neighborhood, but soon came to the realization that these meeting were 
simply for the MTA and Governor to “check a box” before forcing this 
unwanted project down our neighborhood’s main artery. 

| am very disillusioned by this entire process and lack of concern by the 
MTA senior representatives and our “elected” politicians. Indeed, | am 
especially disappointed by the incumbent County Counsel members that 
voted in favor of the Purple Line construction on the CC Trail (all) and for 
their overt lack of concern for the quality of life and environmental 
concerns of our neighborhood - their voters. 

My neighbors, family and | still wish that the Purple Line not be 
constructed on the Capital Crescent Trail! Alternatively, we ask you 
once again to please reconsider MTA’s original alternative — by 
dedicating more buses on the existing roads. 


Save a neighborhood, the trees and your re-elections! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #73 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/17/2013 

First Name : Sarah 

Last Name : New 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20814 

Email Address : sarnew34@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : We need the purple line but DO NOT build it through the middle of 
downtown Bethesda (past the Landmark movie theater) on a portion of 
C.3 the Capitol Crescent Trail. It's dangerous for all pedestrians and will take 


away a much used and needed walking/bike path. 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #74 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/17/2013 

First Name : Terri 

Last Name : Andersen 

State : MD 

Email Address : terriand2000@ yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | vote do NOT do it, although my vote does not count and you all will do 
what you want to do no matter what | or my neighbors want. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #75 DETAIL 








Comment Date : 9/17/2013 

First Name : Sandy 

Last Name : Barsky 

State : MD 

Email Address : Ganibar@hotmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : Costs seem to rise to those along all if not most of the by way. It seems 


A2 the environment will suffer most, both through noise pollution and 
unseemly structures filling green spaces. Until | took a look at the 
Baltimore trolley | was not aware of how industrial and bereft of trees the 
right of way will be left after these lines are in place. 


We need better mass transportation and realistic routes that help move 
E9 drivers from cars to buses and trains, neither of which the purple line 

seems designed to achieve. Therefore given the cost to the many 
neighborhoods along its designed path | do not see this as a wise choice 
for how we improve our transportation model. The environmental cost is 
too great! 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #76 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/17/2013 

First Name : Donald 

Last Name : Tatum 

Address : 1206 Clement Place 
City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : donald.tatum@dc.gov 


Submission Content/Notes : Good work to address legitimate concerns! Not everyone will be happy 
but that's true of any project of this size. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #78 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/17/2013 

First Name : Jordi 

Last Name : Yeh 

Address : 5219 BELVOIR DR 

City : BETHESDA 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20816 

Email Address : jordiyeh@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : | believe that a successful implementation of the purple line needs to link 

the Bethesda metro (red) line with the purple line at the same level. | 

believe that building an underground station would provide more density 


to downtown Bethesda in the long run and more importantly keeping the 
tunnel open for runners, kids, and bicycle users. 


The concept is simple, keep the section of the purple line underground 
where the dollar amount per sq/ft could potentially be highest for 
commercial / residential usage. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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9/17/2013 

Julia 

White 

7705 Brookville Road 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 

whitejs 10s@gmail.com 


The fact that Connecticut Avenue is not considered a key intersection is 
ridiculous. You need to take into account development anticipated due to 
the transit station and resulting traffic. That area is already at capacity. 
Also, the fact that your marketers had to resort to a child-targeted 
promotional brochure for the Purple Line is emblematic of how far out of 
control this project is already. If it were worth doing WMATA would be 
pushing it, and WMATA wants nothing to do with it. That should tell you 
something. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #80 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 9/17/2013 

First Name : Gregory 

Last Name : Grinc 

Address : 4117 Dunnel Lane 
City : Kensitonng 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20895 

Email Address : ggrinc@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | believe the Purple Line is wasteful and ill-advised. It will involve 
massive cost over-runs and ruin beautiful green space currently enjoyed 
A2 by county residents. The plan to run a light rail line in conjunction with a 
jogging/biking/walking trail is absurd and a political ploy by O'Malley and 
his developer contributors. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/18/2013 

Sharon 

Willig 

4242 East West Hwy. 
#303 

Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 

swillig2@ yahoo.com 


| am against the Purple Line using the Crescent Trail as a link between 
Silver Spring and Bethesda. That trail boasts a green canopy, quiet 
oasis and recreation outlet for the neighboring communities. It is 
shameful that Montgomery County plans to sacrifice it. Existing 
roadways should be used for this project. 
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Comment Date : 9/18/2013 

First Name : Casey 

Last Name : Brennan 

Address : 1118 Lancaster Rd 

City : Takoma Park 

State : MD 

Email Address : casey420brennan@yahoo.com 

Submission Content/Notes : The purple line is a wonderful plan with my full backing. The need for 
smart development and alternatives to single car based transportation is 

well documented. | fully support the plan to build the Purple Line! 
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Submission Content/Notes : 
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9/18/2013 

J 

Bergal 

MD 
jospring1@yahoo.com 


| live in the Seven Oaks area - only a block from Wayne Avenue. | - and 
many in my community - am completely opposed to running the trains 
above ground on Wayne. As you know, our neighborhood associations 
voted overwhelmingly against an above-ground train down Wayne, to no 
avail. It not only will change the character of our quiet, residential single- 
family home neighborhood, but it will create horrendous traffic problems 
and congestion, as well as continuous noise disturbance from the trains 
running down the tracks, the on-board announcements, the brakes 
squealing, the rumbling, etc. Can you imagine living in a house right ona 
street or near a street in which huge trains will be passing by that closely 
70+ times a day? This is not a commercial area, it's a residential street. | 
also am totally opposed to putting the transformer station on Wayne - 
and to creating a stop at Dale Drive, which is totally unnecessary, given 
the number of people who will use it, and will only create more noise and 
traffic problems for the neighborhood. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
E.11 


9/18/2013 

Karen 

Donahue 

MD 

20901 
willsyandme@gmail.com 


Quality of life in Montgomery County has been steadily deteriorating in 
the 23 years my family and | have lived here. Farmland and forests have 
been dicimated in order to build more and more housing/ housing 
complexes until the county is ready to explode with a population it can 
not handle. The state and county solution has consistently been to 
decimate more farmland and forest to build more roads or enlarge roads, 
which has not improved the situation much at all. The latest fiasco is the 
ICC which paved over 17 more miles of forest but has done nothing to 
relieve congestion, mainly because few people use it. Now the state and 
county want to destroy the one part of the county noted for its mature 
trees and bucolic neighborhoods, as if the devastation Pepco left behind 
wasn't enough. The Purple Line is just one more futile attempt to fix an 
unfixable problem. It won't work, so don't pave paradise to put up 
another pointless parking lot. 
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Comment Date : 9/18/2013 

First Name : Margaret 

Last Name : Wang 

State : MD 

Email Address : margwang@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | would like to express general support for much-needed development of 
the Purple Line. It just makes so much sense for the future of this area. 
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Comment Date : 9/18/2013 

First Name : Dario 

Last Name: Orellana 
Business/Agency/Associati El Aguila Restaurant 
on Name : 

Address : 8649 16th Street 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : darioorellana@aol.com 
Submission Content/Notes : | remain very concerned about the disruption the Purple Line will be 


causing to me personally, and to my business. | own a Salvadorian and 

; tex-mex restaurant located in the Silver Spring Center which has been 

serving families in the community for over 14 years. | am convinced the 

: construction of the Purple Line will permanently cause significant 

damage to my ability to stay in business. | would have to close my 

: restaurant after 14 years of operations, my only source of income, and 

potentially relocate somewhere, and basically start over again. This will 
not be easy in this difficult economy. Not to mention my employees. | 
am not certain my employees would be able to follow me to a potential 
new location. | am not sure if my long-time customers would follow me 
to my new location. | am very concerned about the job losses in the 
shopping center as a whole, where there are 30 businesses, which are 
in the majority minority owned businesses that will be affected, resulting 
in a significant job loss, which will impact the employees and their 
families. To this day, | have not been told what the benefit of this 
project is for our community. For these reasons, | remain opposed to 
this project, and | remain opposed to the taking and closing of this large 
number of successful minority-owned businesses. 
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9/18/2013 

May 

Breslow 

8828 Brierly road 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
keslerpt@gmail.com 


NONONONONONONO NO NO NO NO NO 

5000 times NO for all the trees the purple line will destroy 

5000 times NO for all the trees too small to be called trees that the 
purple line will destroy 

200, 000 times NO for all the decibels of noise created by the power 
stations the screeching trains and the announcement 

16 times NO for every mile of light rail used to deceive the public into 
thinking the light rail will take cars off the road BUT INSTEAD WILL 
CROWD THE STATIONS WITH CITIES AND TALL BUILDINGS and the 
roads with the cars of the 200 people per acre at every station they plan 
to house and 

countless NO for all the money CC Land company has wasted on trying 
to make more money from destroying our beautiful peaceful 
neighborhood 

2 billion NO s for the money being wasted on this deceitful project that 
has politicians believing they are doing something about traffic and noise 
and the environment 

and 

so many times NO saying loudly and clearly that | wont ever vote for 
anyone that has anything to do with promoting the purple line 


Listen to us, the people who live here, who want to continue living here, 
who make the money that pays for our schools our children our roads .. 
WE DONT WANT THE PURPLE LINE 
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Comment Date : 9/19/2013 

First Name : Leonard 

Last Name : Breslow 

Address : 8828 Brierly Rd. 

City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : breslow@starpower.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Don't build the Purple Line. It will destroy the community, cause 
mo) congestion, destroy 5,000 trees. 
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Comment Date : 9/19/2013 
First Name : Peter 
Last Name: Fendrick 
State : MD 
Email Address : p.sf@verizon.net 
Submission Content/Notes : In densely settled urban and suburban areas, with streets, buildings, and 
cars packed together, the most valuable use of land is that given over to 
nature. Currently the trail stretching east from Bethesda toward Silver 
Spring has such a use. Here you can walk on the earth without looked 
left or right for oncoming traffic. You can hear the wind pulling at the 


trees above. You can enjoy the birds swooping from branch to branch. 
As aconcept, the Purple Line is a good idea. But it should be built 
properly. Either spend the money to bury the Line under the trail. Or 
reroute the Line so it doesn’t interfere with the trail. 
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Comment Date : 9/19/2013 

First Name : margaret 

Last Name : scarff 

State : MD 

Email Address : mrscarff1 @aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | have lived in Bethesda for over 70 year's. This will not solve any 
problems. we need north/south, not east/west. that is were are traffic 
B.1 is. This will not help.look into who is making money off this project.ch ch 
land co. It will ruin the houses along Lynn Dr.as a realtor | am already 
E.2 seeing what is to come. 
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Comment Date : 9/21/2013 

First Name : Sasha 

Last Name : Wyrick 

Address : 9003 Linton street 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20901 

Email Address : Sashawyrick@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : This is an idea that will greatly benefit our entire metro area. Its good for 
people and it is good fornthe environment. Please make this happen. 
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Comment Date : 9/21/2013 

First Name : James 

Last Name : Werner 

Address : 1316 Leegate Road, NW 
City : Washington 

State : DC 

Zip Code : 20012 

Email Address : jim@wernerbird.com 


Submission Content/Notes : This is an important project to complete, and will pose many challenges 
despite all of the efforts, hard work and challenges already addressed. 


Please continue to work through the details so it get built. My particular 
issue is the integration of bike trails (especially the MBT - Metropolitan 
branch Trail) along the purple line so one does not preempt the other. | 


can see you have already done a lot of good troubleshooting to try to 
minimize impacts and have addressed the significant issues. Keep up 
the good work so this gets done despite local NIMBY opposition. 
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Comment Date : 
First Name : 
Last Name : 
State : 


9/23/2013 
Helen 
DuPont 
MD 





Submission Content/Notes : September 17, 2013 


Mr. Daniel Koenig 

Federal Transit Administration 
1990 K Street, NW, Suite 510 
Washington, DC 20006-1178 


Dear Mr. Koenig: 


| am writing to you with regard to the impact on my community of the 
proposed Purple Line in Maryland. My husband and | moved to 
Susanna Lane in Chevy Chase in 1969. If you look at a map you will see 
itis a very short street of tract homes built in the 50's that dead ends into 
Rock Creek Park. What you may not see is that it is a vibrant, close 
multigenerational and multicultural community of supportive, engaged 
neighbors and 

friends. The street serves as the connector between the Capital 
Crescent and Rock Creek 

hiker biker trails, and this contributes to its being a particularly busy, 
lively and interactive place. The quality of life and sense of community 
on the street is very high and yet at night it remains a quiet place. When 
our windows are open we hear the chirp of insects, the bark of an 
occasional fox or the hoot of an owl. 


Because the proposed Purple Line so obviously will affect my immediate 
neighborhood and neighbors, | have made a considerable effort to read 
both the environmental impact statement and the materials in the two 
books available at the library that contain the engineering drawings and 
plans for the entire project. | am not an engineer, environn1 ental 
planner or construction manager and going through them and trying to 
cross reference the information from these three documents presented a 
huge challenge for me. | believe that the documents are not consistent 
in many details, but it is not my intention to comment on that. | now 
have a perspective on the whole project that the many neighborhood 
meetings | attended did not give me. | can see that the magnitude of 
disruption over the course of five, six or more years could be 
overwhelming all along the Line. However | spent most of my study time 
looking at the impact in my specific home area which is the location near 
Jones Mill Road. | believe the impact on this small area will be 
extraordinary. 


Jones Mill Road already is a fragile traffic artery that backs up at rush 
hour and other times. The intersection with Jones Bridge Road involving 
the Capital Crescent Trail Susanna Lane and East and West Coquelin 
Terrace is the site of many accidents and near misses with heavy use by 
vehicles, commuter and recreational bikers and pedestrians. As a north 
south commuter alternative to Connecticut Avenue, when one road is 
congested the congestion increases on the other. Jones Mill also bears 
the burden of traffic resulting from east-west back ups on Jones Bridge 
Road. That has markedly increased since the relocation of Walter Reed 
to the Naval Medical Center under BRAC. The Jones Mill Road 
intersections will be directly impacted by the tunneling of the Purple line 
tracks. The grade and configuration adjustments to the intersections in 
that area could last as 

long as 5-6 years. Not only will the impact of the construction of the 
underpass affect 

Jones Mill Road, but so will the significant reduction in height of the large 
berm that 


carries the trail across Rock Creek Park, the removal of the current large 
trestle and then the rebuilding of the berm and new construction of the 
bridge or bridges to carry the Purple Line trains and the trail across it. 
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That is a lot of construction over a long time. 


A staging area for heavy equipment activities is planned just to the east 
of Jones Mill Road that also will increase the burden on that stretch of 
roadway. Beyond the impact of travel on Jones Mill Road, | shutter to 
think of the impact on the homes that border on the Purple Line during 
the construction process. There is mention of cranes, bulldozers, pile 
drivers, dump trucks and associated equipment that will be working 24/7 
or 15/6 depending on what paragraph | read. There is no discussion of 
how the extreme dust, noise, and disruption of that activity will be 
mitigated for a period of many years. One can assume, however, that 
the quality of life in and the value ofthe adjacent properties will be very 
low during that time. This will extend not only to those properties that 
are directly contiguous, but also to those that are quite some distance 
away. The adjacent properties then will be left with raw land and 
perhaps an unsightly retaining wall. | do 

not find mention of any fmallandscaping to correct this problem. 


With regard to the Capital Crescent Trail, | do not understand where the 
trail will be located or if it will exist at all during the construction process. 
| could not find any mention of the fate of that wonderful community 
resource during this time. | also have questions about its proposed 
design. There are discrepancies in the various documents regarding the 
access ramp at Jones Bridge Road. What is its design expected to be 
and how much private land will it require? Who is it for? The impact of 
this ramp on three adjacent homes will be considerable. | understand 
that locating it in Rock Creek Park has been considered and rejected 
because of environmental considerations, but | would argue that there 
also are considerations of the impact on the human environment with the 
current proposed location that should be considered. Is the MTA 
responsible only for the 

recommended design and the County responsible for its actual 
construction as Mr. Madden affirmed at one meeting | attended? Will 
Susanna Lane continue to be the connector between the Rock Creek 
and Capital Crescent Trails? Will the trail descend with the train under 
Jones Mill Road? What would such a configuration actually be like? 
Would it be safe? Unpleasant? | don't see those questions addressed 
in the documents. 


Once the Purple Line finally is completed, | have further concerns. 
There is a persistent question of noise from the metal wheels on the 
metal tracks. At one community meeting Mr. Madden suggested that the 
noise might be heard easily and at an unpleasant level up to four blocks 
away. This would occur whenever the trains are ascending or 
descending from grade level, and whenever they go around a curve. At 
the Jones Mill Road crossing the trains will be ascending and 
descending from grade level on a very frequent basis. Just how bad will 
that noise be? Will outdoor living be unpleasant in the homes adjacent 
to or near the Purple Line? What about the noise level for those using 
the trail? There is mention of a train skirt that would mitigate this noise 
but little discussion of how much it would help. The trains are projected 
to run frequently; | would assume in some locations the noise would be 
particularly intrusive in what are now quiet residential settings. 


| do not find any discussion of light pollution in these documents, though 
| recall some discussion about that subject during one of the community 
meetings. Will there be lights along the Capital Crescent Trail? On the 
Jones Mill Road access ramp to the trail? If so how bright will they be 
and how intrusive? What are the safety implications of a trail 

that is lighted or not? Will lights from the Purple line train be intrusive? | 
also do not find specific discussion of storm water amelioration at the 
Jones Mill Intersection or related to the new berm and trail. There has 


Attachments : 


been considerable run off behind the houses adjacent to the existing 
berm in the past that has been corrected to a large extent, but it its likely 
to recur with new construction. 


With regard to the county's desire to become more pedestrian and bike 
friendly, with less dependence on the automobile with an increasingly 
younger population, the last has not happened yet. We still have an 
aging population, and older people are not as able to walk or bike toa 
destination that may be reached easily by younger people, nor are they 
as able to carry groceries, dry cleaning or other retail items home from 
the stores that no longer will have convenient, inexpensive parking. The 
catchment area for walkers around the stations and associated shopping 
with limited parking does not seem reasonable in a neighborhood such 
as ours which remains largely residential. 


And fmally in the discussion of this project, there is no consideration of 
the current massive water problems on the Metro Red Line extending 
from Naval Medical to Bethesda requiring a projected major disruption of 
service for an extended period of time. Undoubtedly this will impact not 
only on traffic congestion, but also perhaps on the construction timeline 
of the Purple Line itself. Between the aging, failing, underfunded Metro, 
the questionable value of the Silver Line, the vastly underutilized and 
costly Intercounty Connector, and the mess at the Silver Spring Transit 
Center, one does not 

have much faith in the plans and projections related to yet another large 
and expensive 

transportation project in this region. 


In conclusion, | do not think that the project benefits and the 
extraordinary cost of the Purple Line justify in any way the tremendous 
and potentially permanent disruption to the quality of life in my 
neighborhood and extrapolating from that, in locations all along the 
Purple Line, either during construction or after the project is complete. 
There is a great potential for urban blight to occur all along the line as 
residents and small 

businesses that are unwilling to endure the years of noise and chaos 
choose instead to flee. Alternative routes to this plan were suggested at 
the beginning of this process, but never received serious consideration. 
At the time it was said this was because the alternatives 

did not meet the needs of the developers who would so clearly profit 
from the project. 


Thank you for reading this very long letter and for your consideration of 
the concerns that 
| have raised. 


Sincerely, Helen DuPont 
Helen DuPont.pdf (2 mb) 
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Comment Date : 9/23/2013 

First Name : Stephen 

Last Name : Potts 

Address : 8501 Gavin Manor Court 
City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 


Submission Content/Notes : Our entire neighborhood is totally opposed to the Purple Line. We live in 
Chevy Chase Mews. Twelve townhouses in a development on Manor 
Rd. - the traffic on Conn. Ave is already terrible! Our nice small 
shopping center will be ruined - we all enjoy walking and bike riding on 
the path. We need quiet, peace and shade in our neighborhood. | 
believe an article in the paper recently proved we don't need a Purple 
Line - a cross town bus could achieve the same traffic without damage 
and expense. Please don't build it. 


BEIEIS 


Mr. & Mrs. Stephen D. Potts 
Attachments : Stephen Potts.pdf (55 kb) 
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9/24/2013 

Sandra 

Fair 

411 Schuyler Road 

Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
sandrarosefair@gmail.com 


While | understand the need for the connectivity and increased public 
transportation options in our community, | feel strongly that there is no 
good way to put light rail through a residential neighborhood on a small 
road like Wayne Ave. In live a block away from Wayne and Dale, very 
near the downtown Sllver Spring. In my opinion, the high cost, both 
financial and environmental, far outweigh the benefits for this route as 
planned. In cities to which | have travelled that have light rail, it runs 
down busy, wide main roads that are otherwise noisy and surrounded by 
commercial development. | would totally support light rail in my 
neighborhood on a main road, but cannot support turning Wayne Ave 
into a main road because of the impact to the otherwise quiet, residential 
neighborhood and to Sligo Creek. | know that a lot of time and money 
has been spent on this by MTA and | appreciate those efforts. | will 
need to move if this project goes forward on Wayne Ave as presently 
planned, because of the noise and long term impact to Sligo Creek. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #96 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/26/2013 

karen 

mathura 

Maple Ave. 
Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
kbyank@gmail.com 


As a mother of 3 young kids (2, 5 & 7 years), we are on the Capital 
Crescent Trial EVERY DAY! We frequently ride our bikes or walk and 
explore the nature (we actually saw 2 young deer right behind the 
Bethesda Sport & Health Racket Club last week) that we come across. 
Although | support the vision of the connection b/t Montgomery & PG 
counties, | am vigorously opposed to running the Purple Line down the 
Capital Crescent Trail! This is a highly populated, nature-dense 
"sanctuary" that is truly cherished by my family and many others like me. 
| cringe at the thought of the deer, rabbits, squirrels and birds being "run 
out" and am terribly saddened by the devastation that the Purple Line 
will cause to the mature canopy of gorgeous, old trees and bushes. 
PLEASE reconsider demolishing this absolutely gorgeous sanctuary! | 
propose rapid metro transit along Jones Bridge or other route. PLEASE 
SAVE THE TRAIL and say NO to the PURPLE LINE. 

Highest regards, 


Karen Byank Mathura, RN, JD, CPHRM (& a proud mother of 3!!) 
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Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 
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Email Address : 
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9/26/2013 

Dottie 

Faust 

7700 Old Georgetown Rad., 

120 

Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
dottie.faust@longandfoster.com 


We need the Purple Line, but not as planned.It should be delayed until a 
budget to build it underground as once proposed can be done. The 
noise and visual impact this will have is nothing short of ridiculous. This 
will cut through some densely populated neighborhoods and divide them 
in ways that make no sense. | would ask that the state review its budget 
priorities and make it a priority to make this an underground line. Thank 
you. 
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Comment Date : 9/26/2013 

First Name : Sharon 

Last Name : Putterman 

Address : 6603 Glenbrook Rd. 

City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : sputterman@comcast.net 

Submission Content/Notes : This purple line saddens me, to take the trail and pave it and raise it and 


re route it all for a system that will take an hour to get to New Carrolton, 
: it is faster to drive on the beltway to the Amtrak, | wish there was some 


possible way to STOP THIS! 


a 
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Comment Date : 9/26/2013 

First Name : Jason 

Last Name : Luttrell 

City : Rockville 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20850 

Email Address : jasonluttrell@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : I'm not completely opposed to the Purple Line, | just strongly disagree 
with the plans. 


[F 


Maryland is on the "fast track" to becoming one of the ugliest states in 
the U.S. Just take a look around. There are cobwebs of wires hanging 
over every road, few of which are getting buried. Now, Maryland wants 
to sae a large light rail system that adds more miles of overhead 
wires??% 
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Not to mention it will mean that the Purple Line is incompatible with the 
rest of the Metrorail system. Who's idea was that??? 


And why take away hundreds of homes when you could just go 
underground, as it happens to run in DC? That way, you don't section off 
portions of towns or inhibit travel further? Why not just build onto the 
success of the Metro system instead? 


is 
ies) 


It's just another example of how the people in power no longer represent 
the citizens of this state. In the end, you'll end up doing what you and the 
corporations you represent wanted to do all along, and this whole 
"citizen input" is merely a facade. God bless the United Corporations of 
America. 


= 
N 


Jason Luttrell 
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Comment Date : 
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Last Name : 
Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 
Email Address : 


9/27/2013 

Michael 

Figueroa 

2010 Hanover St. 
Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
duneshack@gmail.com 





Submission Content/Notes : The Purple Line has been marketed to the public as an extension of 
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MetroRail. This has been a greatly misleading marketing ploy which 
obscures the fact that riders will need to pay separate fares when 
connecting to and from MetroRail and the Purple Line. In addition most 
people who use public transportation are probably not aware that the 
Purple Line stations will not even physically connect to the Red, Blue or 
Orange Lines at any point, that it is not a part of MetroRail and will not 
be funded in any way, now or in the future, by the tri-state area's funding 
allocation for the Metro system. Another point is that development of the 
Purple Line concept has largely been driven by commercial development 
interests, not rational mass transit planning priorities. The large-scale 
commercial and residential developments which are being planned to 
cluster around Purple Line stations will result in more car traffic on 
already seriously congested roads, resulting in tens of thousands of 
additional cars accessing malls, offices and residences inside the 
Beltway. In addition, 80% of riders on the Purple Line are expected to 
be drawn from existing mass transit -- how does this fact justify the initial 
estimated price tag of $2 billion, which is just that -- an initial estimate 
based on early designs, that will certainly balloon enormously as realistic 
project costs start to be factored in. This does not even consider the 
massive added costs of operation, maintenance, repairs, and possible 
added projects for noise abatement which affected communities 
certainly will push for. It is not at all clear from the FEIS that bus rapid 
transit (BRT) was given serious consideration as a much more flexible 
and cost-effective alternative. The FEIS even mentions that BRT offers 
much more flexibility than light rail, for example in maneuvering around 
unforeseen obstacles. BRT has been developed in a number of 
American and European cities with great success and minimal impact on 
the environment. It can offer all of the ease of use, comfort and even 
amenities such as wi-fi that will probably be more common in future 
public transit planning. With regard to environmental impact, the huge 
cost of destroying a long-standing urban forest (Georgetown Branch 
Trail) which is actually an extension of Rock Creek Park, has obviously 
not been calculated in to the impact assessment. The clear-cutting of 
over 5,000 mature trees over 20 acres would be an appalling 
environmental travesty for the DC area. The adverse impacts would 
include pollution of Rock Creek and the Chesapeake Bay due to erosion 
and the loss of stormwater runoff capture now provided by these trees, 
which also capture greenhouse gases; increased noise and air pollution 
(light rail runs on electricity which is generated by burning coal), and the 
loss of a hugely popular urban park which is also one of the country's 
busiest urban bicycle commuter routes and recreational areas. This 
urban park and hiker-biker trail which runs into the District of Columbia 
would be lost forever, a real tragedy in this age of ever-growing urban 
sprawil. 

Please do not fund this boondoggle brainchild of commercial and real 
estate interests, masquerading as a viable mass transit solution. It is not 
a solution to getting more cars off the road, improving environmental 
quality, nor providing the mass-transit-using public with a cost-effective 
mode of transportation. Far better for the FTA to fund the Silver Line 
Project in Virginia, which is in fact a real part of the MetroRail system 
and which will result in less congestion over time along the presently 
traffic-choked I-66 corridor, and optimizes use of the existing road 
system. The MTA should go back to the drawing board and figure out 
how to rationally incorporate environmentally-friendly BRT into their 
mass transit plans instead of allowing the undue influence of commercial 
real estate developers to dictate Mongtomery and Prince George's 
Counties’ mass-transit priorities. Modernizing our MetroRail and 
MetroBus systems with increased funding support and oversight, 
extending Metro's operating hours for both buses and trains, and 
seriously committing to bus rapid transit solutions using hybrid and 
natural gas-powered vehicles is a much smarter, greener, time-saving 


and cost-effective alternative for our transit future. 

We want real mass transit solutions and a commitment to investing in 
and modernizing our existing mass transit system, not gimmicky 
proposals advanced by commercial interests that disregard the 
environment and the real needs of this metropolitan area. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

State : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


9/30/2013 

Vicky 

Stamas 

MD 
vickystamas@comcast.net 


Hooray for the Purple Line! 

| live just three blocks from the proposed Bethesda station and am 
thrilled that | would be able to get to popular Silver Spring and other 
stops that take so long to get to now. | have friends in Takoma Park that 
currently have to invest so much time on the metro red line to get to my 
area. 

| also think a Purple Line will encourage development in a variety of 
communities east of Bethesda. 

I'm a bicyclist. | do not, however, agree with those who oppose changes 
to the Capital Crescent Trail tunnel under downtown Bethesda. That 
portion of the trail was clearly only constructed as a temporary bike trail 
until a rail line of some sort was built. There's plenty of documentation 
for that. 

Again, three cheers for the Purple Line! 
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9/24/2013 

E.L. 

Tennyson 

2233 ABBOTSFORD DRIVE 
RFD 55 

Vienna 

VA 

22181 
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EREIE 


2233 ABBOTSFORD DRIVE, RFD 55 
VIENNA, VA 22181*3220 


REGISTERED PROF'ESSIONAL ENGINEER 


(703) 281°7533 


Purple Line FEIS Comment, Maryland Transit Administration, Transit 
Development and Delivery, 

100 South Charles Street, Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD. 21201 


24 September 2013 


M.T.A.: 


Please study these comments and place them in the record of decision 
making for the 


Purple Light Rail Line from Bethesda to New Carrolton. | am a member 
of Maryland's Action 

Committee for Transit and a federal taxpayer who will have to help pay 
for this project. 


Obviously, the project is needed as it will reduce the cost of moving 
people, provide more capacity to move people where capacity is now 
badly constrained, will save lives, will cut poll- ution and will increase 
property values so that property tax rates may be lowered or at least not 
raised so much. Over the past quarter century, Federal Transit 
Administration records show no growth in urban bus travel despite 20% 
more service offered, some of it Bus Rapid Transit. | am enclosing a 
record of Bus Rapid Transit failures along with Light Rail successes. It is 
not up to date but newer projects will not change it much. In that same 
time span, Light Rail passen- ger-miles have increased 400% and 
Regional (commuter) Rail and Rapid (heavy) Rail use has increased 
almost 70 %. These public responses must be respected. Please 
understand that Light Rail will not normally increase 400 % but with its 
low base in 1980, it gets an artificial boost. More realistically, 
Transportation Research Board Special Report #1221 of 1989 

found that Light Rail will usually attract from 35 % to 43 % more riders 
than bus service on the same route and schedule. With The Purple 
Line's faster schedule, its 57 % increase in transit use is realistic. Witha 
25 % saving in running time, the typical trip will save 5 minutes running 
time and 5 more minutes in waiting time for a 27.5% increase in riders. 
The nature of Light Rail will attract 43 % more riders plus 27.5 % more 
with better service for a 70 % gain. This exceeds your estimated 57% 
gain so let us be conservative. With about 17,000 weekday maximum 
on- board load between Bethesda and Silver Spring, that suggests 2,050 
one-way in the maximum hour. It would require 2.25 more lanes of 
local streets each way to handle this volume without Light Rail. The 


congestion relief is obvious if you will think about it. Congestion may 
remain, but more people will get where they need to go quicker at less 
cost. Inthe A.M. peak, 8 of 15 inter- sections should see their Level of 
Service improve. Overall, we should see a 17 % improve- ment. 

With 2,050 peak hour riders one-way, that will require 17 Light Rail cars, 
but a six- 

minute Light Rail headway at peak will provide 20 cars, 102 or 103 per 
car, avery decent peak load. The FEIS is wrong to suggest 140 per car. 
They will fit, but uncomfortably, blocking the doors, delaying trains and 
ruining the schedule, discouraging passengers. It was also wrong to 
assume 140 passengers on an articulated bus. That is not acceptable 
with interminable delay and horrible public relations. In South America 
that causes riots at bus stations. A Light Rail car is 855 square feet 
outside dimensions, 7 square feet per permissible passenger. An 
articulated bus is only 510 square feet for 85 passengers, 6 square feet 
per passenger. Wheel housings get in the way, making the bus very 
cramped. Riders do not respond well to that. The Orange BusWay In 
San Fernando Valley has a hard time satisfying passengers with this 
volume of 


ROUTES 4 SCHEDULES PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION 
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travel. It should have been a Light Rail Line but protesters persuaded 
their elected official to ban Light Rail by law. That evil law has been 
repealed and three new Light Rail lines and an ex- tended subway are 
now under construction in Los Angeles. The Orange Bus Way is slowed 
to 

18 miles per hour by its overcrowding so attracts only 19 annual rides 
per capita. A very similar Gold Light Rail Line from Union Station, L.A. to 
Sierra Madre averages 27 miles per hour and attracts 33 annual rides 
per capita, about 50 % better than the Bus Way. Our own Shirley Bus 
Way, now known as HOV lanes on 1-395 also has experienced dismal 
or worse failure. A Coun- cil of Governments -TPB graph shows a 67% 
decline in BusWay use from 1982 to 1996. In 

1997, MetroRail was extended to Springfield ,Va.where it picked up 
500% more passengers than the BusWay despite more stops. 
Articulated buses cost about $ 180 per bus-hour to maintain and operate 
so with 85 peak passengers, the cost per passenger is $$ 2.12. Light 
Rail cars will cost$ 240 per car-hour, but with 120 passengers, will cost 
only$ 2.00 per rail passenger. This comparison, however, does not 
consider speed of travel. At 18 miles per hour the buses will require 50 
% more than Light Rail at 27 miles per hour in L.A. so the bus cost be- 
comes $ 3.18 per passenger. This can be verified by the National 
Transit Data Base which re- ported 70 cents per passenger-mile Light 
Rail cost and 96 cents per passenger-mile Bus Rapid Transit cost. 

The Purple Line will need 135-minutes cycle time for a Light Rail train on 
12- minute peak headway requiring 11.5 trains. To get the six-minute 
headway from Bethesda to College Park, another 7.5 trains will be 
required for a total cars scheduled of 38. With 15 % spares, the fleet will 
need 44 cars. At an average cost of$ 863,836 per year, that will be$ 38 
million as stated in the FEIS. The peer group to verify this is 
$784,208.The average cost is based on $ 240 per car-hour times 3,600 
annual car hours per car=$ 863,836. With 1,5 million annual passenger- 


miles per car, that comes to 42 cents per passenger-mile, about the 
same as Los Angeles at 53 cents, Salt Lake City at 50 cents, 
Minneapolis at 45 cents, Portland, OR. at 

44 cents, Saint Louis at 43 cents, Denver at 42 cents and Phoenix at 36 
cents. San Diego at 32 

cents is too low to emulate. | believe some of San Diego's overhead 
cost is carried by their owner, Metropolitan Transit Development Board. 
In stark contrast, MetroBus was $ 1.40 in 

2011 and Ride-On was $ 1.02. In Baltimore, the city buses were $ 1.30. 
Saving 96 cents per passenger-mile on 90 million passenger-miles is 
worth $ 86 million per year. That will support a 

$ 1 billion bond issue at no cost to taxpayers. 

We must also consider the clean air value of Light Rail. The law requires 
cleaner air. In Northern Virginia, audited tax collections certify a saving 
of 199 gallons of motor fuel per capita per year because of MetroRail 
and Virginia Railway Express. There are 500 million annual rail 
passenger-miles in Northern Virginia, each one saving 0.6 gallons. With 
90 million annual passenger-miles on the future Purple Line, sav- ing half 
as much as MetroRail, Marylanders will save 27 million gallons of motor 
fuel worth $ 

100 million per year. This will support a loan of $ 1.1 Billion. The whole 
cost of the Purple Line can be funded without net cost to taxpayers, To 
make sure of that, a study by Northern Texas University of Dallas and 
Portland found that Light Rail added $ 75 million per mile to property 
values. Maryland property values may be higher than the western ones 
and values have risen latey so it might safe to assume that the Purple 
Line will add $ 1.5 Billion to property values over and beyond what 
MetroRail has added. This will yield roughly$ 18 million per year to local 
county income to more than cover the operating deficit of The Purple 
Line. The state will pay the rest with the recent tax increases for that 
purpose. With 22 million annual passengers, The Purple Line should 
have $ 24 million annual fare revenue, leaving $ 14 million of losses to 


pay 
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from the $ 18 million added property tax collections. 


To justify the operating and maintenance 


cost of $ 38, we must consider turning every other peak train back short 
at College Park. East of College Park, ridership is less than half of what 
it will be west of Silver Spring so only half the peak service is needed 
and justified. Even a reliable 12-minute headway will be far superior to 
present bus service. This schedule adjustment will permit single tracking 
the line east of College Park. A twelve-minute headway requires trains to 
pass every six minutes or about every 1.67 miles. A ten-minute mid- 
day headway will not match the 12-minute MetroRail headway so save 
waiting time at transfer stations. Put The Purple Line on a 12-minute 
base headway. This requires timed transfers a College Park, the busiest 
station on a 12-minute headway. It will save the transfer passengers 
five-minutes average waiting time. When Sacramento put its Light Rail 
lines on timed transfers with connecting buses, the whole system gained 
38 %. That is too much to expect here, but more passengers are both 
likely and needed. While transfer riders will save 

5 minutes on average, short trip rides will lose one minute for a net gain 
of one minute overall worth 2.75% more riders. The reduction in 


construction costs should be up around$ 75 mill- ion. To further reduce 
construction cost and aesthetic environmental impact, you also need to 
put a single track bridge over CSX at Silver Spring. It must be no longer 
than half-a-mile with 1.5 minutes running time to ensure good on-time 
performance. The CSX crossing is a nightmare and must be simplified. 
Single track east of College Park will improve travel safety. It will elim- 
inate the possibility of careless people walking across one track into the 
path of a train on the other track. SAFETY FIRST. 

Chevy Chase has again filed law suits to block the Purple Line but 

they must be ignored. Many years ago | attended and testified at a 
Montgomery County Plann- ing Commission meeting where opponents of 
the Purple Line wanted exclusive use for the bike trail. The Montgomery 
County officials told them, on the record, in no uncertain terms that the 
railroad was bought to create a Light Rail line and no bicycle lobby was 
going to change that. Also, the Columbia Country Club filed two law suits 
to block the Purple Line and lost both of them. These delaying tactics 
must not be permitted to be repeated. Over twenty years the re- cords 
have shown no basis for any more objections. The removal of trees is 
unfortunate but it is required by the bike trail proponents to make room 
for their trail. The tracks were there first with no harm to the trees. The 
right-of-way is for trains, not the bike trail and not the other way around. 
To further support the FEIS and The Purple Line, | want to assure that 
Light Rail is 

a quiet means of transportation. | was Operational Start-up consultant 
for San Diego Trolley and did the prepreliminary planning for Baltimore's 
Central Light Rail Line. Generally, Light Rail is more like 81 decibels, 
compared to 82 for by buses accelerating. Sharp curve squeal by Light 
Rail can be damped by greasing the inside of the outside curved rail. 
The increase in property values disproves that Light Rail is harmful to 
neighbors. 

| want to assure MTA that Light Rail is far superior to any bus facility for 
ridership, long term cost, safety and fuel economy. | was required to 
fund the South BusWay in Pittsburgh when | was Deputy Secretary of 
Transportation for Pwnnsylvania. They promised me 32.000 weekday 
passengers, up from 18,750, but it peak- ed during the Second Energy 
Crisis in 1982 with only 20,750. It has now declined to only 10,000, 
47% below the previous local bus service. Bus service in Pittsburgh 
with three BusWays in 

2011 cost$ 1.47 per passenger-mile, even worse than MetroBus. Light 
Rail in Pittsburgh in that same area had 24,000 weekday passengers 
prior to the BusWay but now has 26,500, up 11 %. 
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despite a sharp population decline. 


Relatively speaking, Light Rail is a clean energy system 


but buses are not. Buses burn diesel fuel or other new ideas that still 
need polluting energy, other than electric trolley buses which are not 
under consideration here. Light Rail is absolutely clean. Yes, Light Rail 
uses some coal for making its electricity, but it is used more cleanly. 
Bus- es run on rubber tires with hysteresis. They average only 32 
passenger-miles per gallon of fuel. Light Rail would average almost 40 
passenger-miles per gallon but they do not use oil at all. Coal is only half 
of electric power fuel. Light Rail has a higher load factpr. The end result 
is that coal fired electricity is cleaner than oil fired transit at the bottom 
line as well as less costly. It produces American jobs at home. We need 
that. Laboratory results are not wrong, but they are inapplicable to 


Attachments : 


operational modes with different energy efficiency. For example, Light 
Rail costs only four cents per passenger-mile for electricity but buses 
cost ten cents per passenger-mile 

for diesel fuel. This fully trumps laboratory results which do not consider 
user efficiency. 


If capital funding is a major hurdle, solve it by creating a non-profit 
corporation like San Die- 

go Trolley, Inc.to sell bonds to build the Purple Line. The Mass Transit 
Administration can make 

a long term lease agreement with the non-profit corporation that will fully 
fund the bonds so they will sell like Virginia Railway Express sold bonds. 
Federal aid should be sought with a proviso that there is no better use 
for federal funds than this very project. The State of Maryland can af- ford 
the lease of the non-profit corporation because it will save funds on bus 
service no longer needed. Surely bus service will still be needed but not 
in the present location and volume. 

When bus riders shift to Light Rail, buses no longer patronized must be 
eliminated. The service will still be there but on rails. 

| also want to comment on the 70 % low floor Light Rail car sel- ection. 
This is important in winter operation. Axles with motors must be higher 
off the ground so that packed snow does not lift the car up enough to 
derail it in snow, particularly at grade cross- ings or on streets where 
motor vehicles have packed snow on the uncleaned tracks. There has 
been sufficient experience since 1929 that small wheeled cars derail in 
snow. The 95-foot long car is a good choice, but it should be nine feet or 
more wide. Narrow cars are not comfortable. Modern people need 18 
inches per seat, 36 inches per double seat spaced an inch from the wall. 
That requires 74 inches from wall to wall for seats. The aisle must be a 
least 24 inches wide or more so no less than 98 inches are required. 
The wall thickness may take up six more inches. That totals 104 inches 
outside, 8 feet 8 inches minimull1. Nine feet would be better. 

The wider the aisle, the shorter the dwell time. Baltimore's cars are very 
good that way. Single track operation requires fail safe automatic train 
stop for block signals. It is also very helpful on double track to prevent 
rear-end collisions that otherwise seem to happen every so often. It 
need not be complicated or sophisticated. It has been in valuable 
service since World War | but has adopted more modern technology as 
technology has improved BUT we do not need over sophistication. 
Keep it simple but fully safe and effective. 


Registered Professional Engineer 
Emeritus Member, Transportation Research Board, Committee APO70. 
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Busway and LRT Ridership Estimates 


BUSWAY RIDERSHIP ESTIMATES-WEEKDAYS _ 








Percent 











Project Projection Date of Current Notes 

: ; Soyuz tne Projection Actuals ——s_—- Change 

Dan'l Boone, St. Louis ~ (Minimal use achieved. To be replaced by LRT.} 

Mark Twain, St. Louis (Minimal use achieved. Has been replaced by LRT.) 

Edsel Ford !-94, Detroit (Not successful, discontinued) 
John Lodge, Highway 10, Detroit (Not successful, discontinued) 
Ardmore, Delaware County, PA 3,300 1967 2,800 -15.15% ] 
Pittsburgh South 32,000 1977 14,500 BES 
Pittsburgh East 80,000 1983 30,000 -62,50% 
Pittsburgh West 50,000 2000 9,000 -82.00% 2 
Pittsburgh North (HOV} 

Shirley Highway, Northern VA 13,500 1970 4,500 -66.67% 3 
LA Harbor Freeway I-170 63,000 1997 4,300 -93.17% 

San Berdo Freeway I-10 30,000 1980 21,000 ~30.00% 

Totals 274,800 86,100 ~6832.% 

Notes: 

1. Projection equals rail performance prior to. conversion to a busway. 

2. Busway to be completed in 20¢!. Current estimate of 9,000 by 2002. 

3. Projection data for bus routes 17 and 18. 

LIGHT RAIL RIDERSHIP ESTIMATES-WEEKDAYS 
Project Projection Date of Current Notes 

yates ns aw eS estas _..._.Projection Actuals = ne 
Baltimore Central 33,000 1992-1996 29,500 -10.61% 5 
Boston Highlands Branch 12,000 1959 28,500 137.50% 6 
Dallas DART 30,000 1998 38,600 26.67% 7 
Denver RTD Route 101 25,500 2000 28,000 9.80% 6 
Los Angeles Blue 50,000 1992-1999 58,600 “/5t0o 16.00% 464, 
Portland MAX 50,000 1999 63,000 26.00% 
Sacramento RT Metro 20,500 1988-1998 28,000 36.59% 

Salt Lake City TRAX 14,000 2000 20,000 42.86% 7 
Santa Clara VTA 20,000 1992-1999 23,500 17.50% 

St. Louis MetroLink 36,000 1994 38,000 _ 5.56% 8 

Totals 291,000 354,500 21.82% 


Notes: 


5. Four planned stations have not been provided. 


Cars operating at an uncomfortable maximum capacity until additional cars available. 


6. 
7. Cars operating at an uncomfortable capacity until additional cars available. 
8 


Official estimate was 17,000 but an independent estimate was 36,000. 


Passenger Transport of APTA 
Nation 

“Mass Transit Magazine” 

“Metro” Magazine 
Simmons-Boardman Publishing Co. 
RTD Newsletters 


Transit Data Base, FTA, US DOT §15 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


AL | yy POPP Ol | 


10/3/2013 

Kit 

Bonson 

811 Gist Avenue 

Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
kbonson@earthlink.net 


| support rapid bus transit, NOT the Purple Line. My neighbors and | 
have tried for nearly a decade to work with you all on the PL, but major 
deficiencies in planning still exist. First, taking ~160 houses and 
businesses just to reduce transit time between SS and Bethesda by 10 
min is unethical and should not be implemented! | won't throw my 
neigbhors under the train! Second the environmental impact is 
horrendous because if you take away travel lanes to dedicate them to 
the train, you will increase commuter time, frustration and exhaust output 
as people idle on the roads. The cost is prohibitive and should be spent 
on wiser, more integrated transit solutions. It's time to stop this fiasco 
and come up with a better mass transit solution that is less costly, less 
invasive and helps more people have an easier commute. 
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Comment Date : 10/3/2013 

First Name : Michael 

Last Name : Robbins 

Address : 607 Bonifant St 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : robbinsmba@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : Our family lives two short blocks up Dale from the proposed Purple Line 
station at Wayne and Dale. My wife and | strongly support the 

construction of an above ground station at this location. We would be 


happy to testify in person at any hearings. 
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Comment Date : 10/3/2013 

First Name : Amy 

Last Name : Thompson 

Address : 409 Pershing Drive 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Email Address : athomptig@verizon.net 

Submission Content/Notes : | live in the Wayne Avenue/Dale Drive area and while | would welcome a 
Purple Line station there | don't want our neighborhood disrupted. In the 

long term it would be worth the extra money to build the line 


underground. | guess | don't understand why there seems to be no long 
term thought put into the Purple Line. I'd rather not have it at all if it can't 
be done right. Just my thoughts. 
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Comment Date : 10/4/2013 
First Name : Lucien 
Last Name : Johnson 
State : MD 
Email Address : lucien_j@yahoo.com 
Submission Content/Notes : | feel the Purple Line should be between Silver Spring and New 
Carrolton. Montgomery County can use bus rapid transit to connect 
: Bethesda and Silver Spring. This should reduce the cost of the Purple 


Line. Also, Maryland can avoid fights with people in Chevy Chase. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #109 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/4/2013 

Michael 

UhIman 

3905 Washington st 
Kensington 

MD 

20895 
Michaelsuhlman@gmail.com 


As a Montgomery County resident | am strongly against this proposed 
solution for SS/Bethesda connectivity. Do they need a connection? Yes! 
Is this the best, or more importantly, the "right" way to solve it? 
Emphatically no! The connection between Silver Spring and Bethesda 
should be underground creating a loop within the red line metro. This 
would have the least environmental impact period. It would also resolve 
noise, light, and eyesore issues, as well as allowing current land owners 
along the route to keep their properties. And the many properties 
adjacent to the route would no longer be affected, maintaining their 
property values. 

The extension of a rail line beyond Silver Spring to College Park and 
beyond passes through less urban environments, and so could travel 
above ground with less impact. This should be explored as a completely 
separate project, under separate funding. Earlier studies have shown 
that ridership in this "extension" zone would be substantially less than in 
the high traffic SS/Bethesda corridor. 

So, split the project into two parts, fund the higher priority 
Bethesda/Silver Spring portion as an underground metro connection 
now and follow up with the rest of the extension as anew, separate 
project. 

Thank You, 

Mike UhIman 
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Comment Date : 10/4/2013 

First Name : Jerry 

Last Name : Withers 

Address : 206 Dale Drive 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : jerrybey@msn.com 

Submission Content/Notes : Not completing the Dale Drive Station in the first phase does not provde 
service or environemental equity. It creates disruption without any 

benefit. the station should be built now!!! 
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Comment Date : 10/5/2013 

First Name : Kirstin 

Last Name : Austin 

Address : 9000 Louis Ave 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : kirstinkirkK@yahoo.com 

Submission Content/Notes : | live in North Woodside. | do not see a statement on the impact of 
sound, vibrations etc. on our neighborhood - why were we overlooked? 

The homes on Luzerne Ave are right on the tracks - they need a sound 


barrier/ wall at the back of their yards, just like Bethesda is getting. 
E.10 Please put in a sound wall for properties on Luzern Ave. Please don't 
tell me "it won't be that loud". The trains are already way too loud and 
vibrate our homes. Another set of train cars (even if electric) going by 
even more frequently will just add insult to injury. Please stop showing 
special preference to Bethesda and take our concerns seriously. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/7/2013 

Elsa 

Silverman 

8605 Lynbrook Drive 
Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
ebsilverman@gmail.com 


| question the efficasy of the project; | am concerned about the 
environmental effects and seeming disregard for individual and 
community preferences. 
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Comment Date : 9/29/2013 
First Name : William 
Last Name : Hanna 


Business/Agency/Associati Action Langley Park 
on Name : 


Address : 1500 Merrimac Drive 
City : Langley Park 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20783 


Email Address : actionlangleypark@yahoo.com 





Submission Content/Notes : 29 September 2013 


Purple Line Decisionmakers: Re FEIS 

Envlronmentallmpac!: Of course, the word "environment" can mean 
many different things. For instance,it can mean air pollution-which 
widespread use of the light-rail system would presumably reduce. It 
might mean forcing businesses and residential homes to be torn down to 
make way for raillines,stations,and more.It can focus on vehicular and 
pedestrian movement.Thus the Purple Line FEIS reports that new traffic 
signals are planned in the Langley Park area for University Boulevard 
Intersections with 

Merrimac Drive,Lebanon Street, 14th Avenue, Guilford Road, and 24th 
Avenue. |t can mean disruption during construction (and that will certainly 
be a problem for severalyears), noise from light-rail operation,and 
more. The Langley Park area certainly will be impacted by new 
construction, the construction process,the noise and vibrations of 
operation,and more. But the socialimpact will be the greatest. 

Social impact:There is a discussion of the habitat and wildlife, but little 
discussion that we have discovered about the human habitat or the 
human wildlife. There is an "environmentaljustice" section,and this 
conclusion:"No disproportionately high and adverse effects on 
environmental justice populations. However, many of the commercial 
areas in the corridor are in environmental justice communities;MTA 
understands small,local,and El businesses will require some unique 
engagement." 

It is noted that 53 residentialunits and 60 commercial facilities will be 
displaced, and 2,000 jobs will be created.(Reserved for local 
residents??) Here's a key sentence: "A potential indirect effect of the 
Purple Line to [low income] populations would be a reduction in 
affordable housing as a result of redevelopment of existing housing and 
increased commercial rents and property values." And elsewhere in the 
report: "Adverse effects [include] increasing rents for businesses [and] 
loss of affordable housing." That's environmentalinjustice.So residents 
and businesspeople should get ready for the bulldozers and probably 
business failures. 

langley Park specifically: There is a section of the "Social Effects and 
Land Use Planning Technical Report" that focuses on 

"the Langley Park Neighborhood," but unfortunately the transit 
researchers don't know where Langley Park is!The report states: "The 
Langley Park neighborhood Is primarily in Prince George's County,but 
two of Its ten census tracts are in Montgomery County." In fact, Langley 
Park is entirely within Prince George's County, and it has only three 
census tracks. Check census.gov!And believe it or not, the map of the 
neighborhood has the correct three-tracks area.How can the 
researchers be so incompetent? 

The report staff apparently doesn't know what "community facilities" are 
in the real Langley Park.The report lists the Greater 

Grace Church but puts it in Hyattsville;it is in Langley Park. And it lists 
the Chillum-Adelphi Fire Company but puts it in Adelphi;it is in Langley 
Park. But there is no mention of the Langley Park Community Center, 
the Langley Park Boys and Girls Club, the Langley Park McCormick 
Elementary School,the community police facility on New Hampshire 
Avenue,and who knows what else the staff missed. 

In Conclusion: How can one trust anything in the FEIS given the 
Incompetence of just a small section of the report. Surely some people 
should be fired. 

There is no accusation here that the report staff was paid off by 
Interested public and private sector stakeholders. 

A research team that gives a damn about the impact on the quality of life 
of residents and businesspeople in the alignment corridor would almost 
surely produce a different document. 

Alas, regardless of the FEIS or other documents, if the money becomes 
available from the Federal government or the private sector, the Purple 


Attachments : 


Line will be built, and that initially will lead to some displacement and 
over time gentrification that will force many of the residents of the 
Langley Park area to leave either because they are priced out of space 
or their apartments and business buildings will be torn down and 
replaced with more costly buildings. It is just a matter of time. The 
money needs of the county government and business people will be 
served.Of course, governments need money and businesses need 
profits.It's just a shame that there will be lots of losers, and the FEIS 
seems to justify the planned change in a somewhat magicalway. 

Given the likely construction, perhaps starting in 2015,let's hope that the 
eventualresult will have a high ridership so that as 


far as mass transit is concewthe.ned, 
Sincerely,J A/j 


roject is a success. But socialjustice and environmentaljustice are 
unlikely. 


Bill Hanna.padf (110 kb) 


Langley Park Is a Neighborhood of Cultures 





Action Langley Park 
A non-profit §01¢3 (ponding) neighborhood coalition of residents, laborers, businesspeople, members of the clergy, and their allies 
Telephone 301 405-4005, Email actioulansleypark@yahoo.com, c/o LPCC 1500 Merrimac Dr., Langley Park 20783 


@From the desk of ALP Executive Secretary William J. Hanna, Ph.D.” 


29 September 2013 
Purple Line Decisionmakers: 
Re FEIS 


Environmental impact: Of course, the word “environment” can mean many different things. For instance, it can mean air 
pollution—which widespread use of the light-rail system would presumably reduce. It might mean forcing businesses and residential 
homes to be torn down to make way for rail lines, stations, and more. It can focus on vehicular and pedestrian movement. Thus the 
Purple Line FEIS reports that new traffic signals are planned in the Langley Park area for University Boulevard intersections with 
Merrimac Drive, Lebanon Street, 14th Avenue, Guilford Read, and 24th Avenue. It can mean disruption during construction (and that will 
certainly be a problem for several years), noise from light-rail operation, and more. The Langley Park area certainly will be impacted by 
new construction, the construction process, the noise and vibrations of operation, and more. But the social impact will be the greatest. 

Social impact: There is a discussion of the habitat and wildlife, but little discussion that we have discovered about the human 
habitat or the human wildlife. There is an “environmental justice” section, and this conclusion: “No disproportionately high and adverse 
effects on environmental justice populations. However, many of the commercial areas in the corridor are in environmental justice © 
communities; MTA understands small, local, and EJ businesses will require some unique engagement.” 

It is noted that 53 residential units and 60 commercial facilities will be displaced, and 2,000 jobs will be created. (Reserved 
for local residents??) Here’s a key sentence: “A potential indirect effect of the Purple Line to [low income] populations would be a 
reduction in affordable housing as a result of redevelopment of existing housing and increased commercial rents and property values.” 
And elsewhere in the report: “Adverse effects [include] increasing rents for businesses [and] loss of affordable housing.” That’s 
environmental injustice. So residents and businesspeople should get ready for the bulldozers and probably business failures. 

Langley Park specifically: There is a section of the “Social Effects and Land Use Planning Technical Report” that focuses on 
“the Langley Park Neighborhood,” but unfortunately the transit researchers don’t know where Langley Park is! The report states: “The 
Langley Park neighborhood is primarily in Prince George’s County, but two of its ten census tracts are in Montgomery County.” In fact, 
Langley Park is entirely within Prince George’s County, and it has only three census tracks. Check census.gov! And believe it or not, the 
map of the neighborhood has the correct three-tracks area. How can the researchers be so incompetent? 

The report staff apparently doesn’t know what “community facilities” are in the real Langley Park. The report lists the Greater 
Grace Church but puts it in Hyattsville; it is in Langley Park. And it lists the Chillum-Adelphi Fire Company but puts it in Adelphi; it is in 
Langley Park. But there is no mention of the Langley Park Community Center, the Langley Park Boys and Girls Club, the Langley Park 
McCormick Elementary School, the community police facility on New Hampshire Avenue, and who knows what else the staff missed. 

in Conclusion: How can one trust anything in the FEIS given the incompetence of just a small section of the report. Surely some 
people should be fired. 

There is no accusation here that the report staff was paid off by interested public and private sector stakeholders. 

A research team that gives a damn about the impact on the quality of life of residents and businesspeople in the alignment 
corridor would almost surely produce a different document. 

Alas, regardless of the FEIS or other documents, if the money becomes available from the Federal government or the private 
sector, the Purple Line will be built, and that initially will lead to some displacement and over time gentrification that will force many of 
the residents of the Langley Park area to leave either because they are priced out of space or their apartments and business buildings 
will be tom down and replaced with more costly buildings. It is just a matter of time. The money needs of the county government and 
business people will be served. Of course, governments need money and businesses need profits. It’s just a shame that there will be lots 
of losers, and the FEIS seems te justify the planned change in a somewhat magical way. 

Given the likely construction, perhaps starting in 2015, let's hope that the eventual result will have a high ridership so that as 
far as mass transit is concerned, the project is a success. But social justice and environmental justice are unlikely. 


Sincerely, W/A 
JattA A— 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #115 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/2/2013 

First Name : Jonathan 

Last Name : St. Thomas 

Address : 833 W. Pratt Street 

Apt./Suite No. : 707 

City : Baltimore 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 21201 

Attachments : Jonathan St. Thomas.pdf (2 mb) 
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Final Environmental Impact Statement 
Available for 30-Day Public Review Period 


The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the Maryland 
Transit Administration (MTA) have prepared the Purple Line 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Draft Section 
A(f) Evaluation for public availability and review. The FEIS : 
summarizes the transportation and environmental impacts = GOLURIENL 

related to the implementation of a new east-west light rail 

transit line in Montgomery and Prince George’s counties. Pr caoletingd ah crue corner torn o 





This document includes the purpose and need for the project, 
alternatives considered, identification of the Preferred 
Alternative, transportation and environmental considerations, ; : AYRARAEDI EO ac the subie RACIC 
and plans for implementing and constructing the Purple Line. 
Once finalized, the FEIS is the basis for federal environmental 
approval, which allows the Purple Line to continue toward 
construction. 
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Information in the FEIS has been presented to the public over 
the past four years as part of the ongoing public outreach 
efforts for the project. The FEIS will be available for public 
review on September 6 for a 30-day review period. Please 
check the Purple Line website at purplelinemd.com to find 
out more information on the review period. The public can Bisace Note All connie Star Sher O 
provide comments on the findings of the FEIS and Draft E 
Section 4(f) Evaluation. The document will be available at 

area libraries, MTA and other select locations. The document 

also will be available online at purplelinemd.com. 
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Purple Line For Kids 


Hi Kids! I’m Mr. Plum! Visit the Purple Line Kids’ Web Page to meet me and 
my friends on Purple Planet! 


We will teach you interesting facts about the Purple Line light rail project, 
as well as tips on how to be a good light rail passenger. Purple Planet offers 
fun activities like Purple Line coloring pages; a word search with Penelope 
Porcupine; a trivia page with Purple Linus; and a maze. where you can guide 
Purple Liam the Light Rail Train from station to station across Prince George's 
and Montgomery counties! Also, available in Spanish! jTambién disponible 
en espafiol! noe 






lf you have further questions, contact: 





Hi Kids! Visit: 
purpielinemd.com/kidspage 


All Aboard for Fun! 


Like is on Facebook: 
facebook.com/ 
marylandpurpleline 


Purple Line Outreach Team 
Maryland Transit Administration 
(443) 451-3706 
outreach@purplelinemd.com 








Follow us on Twitter: 


Para recibir informacion en espafiol, @purplelinemd 


liame al namero telefénico (443) 451-3705. 





























vee z i Bal oO Maryland Department 


Maryland of Transportation 





Anthony G. Brown 


Smart, Green Growing 
Lt. Governor 











re lelatel«clerqy-\atclare] °40H Open House Meetings 


aie a 





As part:of.its continuing efforts to engage the public and 
provide the latest information about the Purple Line project, 
the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) welcomed more 
than.350. Maryland residents to its soring Open-:Houses. The 
five open houses were held in early May along the project 
corridor.in Prince George's and Montgomery counties. 













Staff. presented. corridor-wide. .project «°<information 
including modifications “since: the. fall 2011 -Open ‘House 
meetings, as well:as information to. be included in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). 




















Each. meeting featured 84 feet of detailed. aerial maps set 
on tables, providing attendees a great opportunity to better. 
visualize and discuss with staff the planned alignment. “Also 


presented were updates on the project schedule; ‘proposed 
= Station ‘renderings; ‘an explanation :of .the ‘environmental 
process; light rail vehicle examples; business outreach and 
workforce. development objectives; and an overview ‘of 
the Art-in-Transit program. Attendees also -participated jin 
=the “Sounds of ‘Transit”-presentation that featured audio 
comparisons of various rail systems to sound levels expected 
to.be produced by Purple Line light rail vehicles. 
























Members of the Real Estate team were available to discuss 
property. acquisitions «necessary “to. build the . project, 
as . well vas ..the right-of-way : acquistion .and_.relocation 
assistance “processes. The .team -was -able to :refer to 
maps ‘and -answer. specific .questions -regarding ‘potential 
property impacts. 


A total of 57 written comments were received from. Open 
House attendees. If you missed the meetings or simply want 
to. review. the information again, maps and boards can be 
found at purplelinemd.com. 


























" APL) Ww { AAT) mt AT) 
RO 
ASO e so ge o 
grade-separated belo a apo Road 5 
Ee; Pro Oo Pepco Ostation a 
€ Statio der & apo Road 
anson Oa *) 
e; Conce abo ate a ation aque to 
0 O ared e a 
0 °, 
oad 
at-grage acro a apo Road 2 - 
3 
O O e 2a OT A apo Roa 
e O ome anson Oa 
C Reguced Tore and eg pa 
proved 0) and sate 0 e alio AVOdAa =e ¢ a O 
proved pede an:acce OWE ansportatio OMnige 
O proved: pede Oute 
a ESS: r ECG 0 












The FEIS has nine chapters: 


1. Purpose and Need - This chapter outlines the purpose 
of the project and the transportation needs that exist within 
the project study corridor. 


2. Alternatives Considered - This chapter provides a summary 
of the alternatives developed and evaluated and also 
presents the No Build Alternative and the Preferred 
Alternative. 


3. Transpertation Effects - This chapter describes the 
existing transportation conditions and presents 
information for the short-term construction effects of 
the Preferred Alternative and mitigation, as well as the 
long-term effects and mitigation. 


4. Environmental Resources, Impacts and Mitigation - 
Similar to the previous chapter, this chapter describes 
the existing resources and presents information for the 
short-term effects, as well as the long-term effects, of the 
Future No Build Alternative and Preferred Alternative 
and mitigation. 


5. Construction Activities - This chapter provides 
information regarding possible construction activities 
and methods that could be used, schedule, the 
transportation management plan and environmental 
compliance plan. 


6. Draft Section 4() Evaluation - This chapter describes 
MTA‘s proposed use of parks and historic properties 
protected by Section 4(f) of the USDOT Transportation Act. 


7. indirect and Cumulative Effects - This chapter describes 
effects indirectly caused by the project as well as the 
project role in affecting the environment in the context of 
other past, present and reasonably foreseeable projects. 


8. Public Involvement and Agency Outreach - This chapter 
presents the public involvement activities and agency 
outreach that has occurred since the AA/DEIS. 


9. Evaluation of Alternatives - This chapter compares the 
No Build and Preferred Alternatives in terms of how 
effective each is in meeting the purpose and need for the 
project. This chapter presents a trade-off discussion of the 
benefits and effects of the Preferred Alternative, and 
includes an equity discussion. 


10. AA/DEIS Comments and Responses, Appendix A - This 
appendix presents the comments received during the 
AA/DEIS comment period (October 2008-January 2009), 
and includes responses to the comments. 


| The FEIS Technical Reports are available for public review 
(upon request) at the MTA-TDD offices located at 100 S. 
Charles St, Tower: 2, Suite. 700, Baltimore, MD°21201 or 


via the project website at purplelinemd.com. Any person 
with special needs, such: as: English: language assistance 
or Braille should contact the MTA for assistance. 








Bladensburg Library, | 
4820 Annapolis Road, 8 


Chevy Chase Library 
8005 Connecticut Avenue, 


Greenbelt Library Q 
11 Crescent Road, Greenbelt, MD 


Hyattsville Library 
6530 Adelphi Road, Hyattsville, MD 20782 


Long Branch Library 
8800 Garland Avenue, Silver Spring, MD 20907 


Maryland Department of Legislative Services Library 
90 State Circle, Annapolis, MD 21407 


Maryland State Archives 
350 Rowe Boulevard, Annapolis, MD 21401 


Maryland State Law Library 
367 Rowe Boulevard, Annapolis, MD 21401 


M-NCPPC - Montgomery County 
8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, MD 20910 


M-NCPPC - Prince George’s County 
6600 Kenilworth Avenue, Riverdale, MD 20737 


New Carrollton Library 
7414 Riverdale Road, New Carrollton, MD 20784 


Silver Spring Library 
8901 Colesville Road, Silver Spring, MD 20910 


Silver Spring Civic Building 
1 Veterans Place, Silver Spring, MD 20910 


State Library Resource Center 
400 Cathedral Street, Baltimore, MD 21201 


Takoma Park Maryland Library 
101 Philadelphia Avenue, Takoma Park, MD 20912 


University of Maryland - Hornbake Library North 
College Park, MD 20740 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #116 DETAIL 








Comment Date : 10/8/2013 

First Name : Leslie 

Last Name : Downey 

Address : 510 Ashford Rd. 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : lesliekdowney@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : Please build the Purple Line station at Wayne Ave. & Dale Dr. when you 
are building the Purple Line on Wayne. Most of us in the neighborhood 

would love to have that amenity! 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #117 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/9/2013 

First Name : Thomas 

Last Name : King 

Address : 410 Windsor Street 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : tfking106@aol.com 

Submission Content/Notes : As a local property owner and resident, | support the Purple Line, but 

urge that a station be included early in its development at Wayne Ave. 

and Dale Drive in Silver Spring. | think this is vital to maximise the utility 


of the line to those in this neighborhood. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #118 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/9/2013 

First Name : Michael 

Last Name : Smith 

Address : 419 Windsor St 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : mikesmith@windsor.com 

Submission Content/Notes : | support a station at Dale Drive and Wayne Avenue as it will provide 
students, elderly, and able-bodied easy access to the new library, Metro, 

and transit center, as well as Bethesda. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #119 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/9/2013 

First Name : Susan 

Last Name : McCauley 

State : MD 

Email Address : mekongtex@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : We endorse proposals for a stop at Wayne&Dale!! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #120 DETAIL 








Comment Date : 10/9/2013 

First Name : Michael 

Last Name : Ussery 

Address : 607 Dale Dr 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : mussery@niaid.nih.gov 


Submission Content/Notes : The purple line is only useful for us if there is a stop at Wayne and Dale! 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #121 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/9/2013 

First Name : Jeanne 

Last Name : lreland 

Address : 514 Ashford 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : Jeanneireland@yahoo.com 

Submission Content/Notes : | strongly support a Purple Line station at Dale Drive. Without a stop at 
mo Dale Drive, families in our neighborhood are not likely to use the Purple 
Line given the distance to the next closest station. | moved to Silver 


Spring to be able to walk to as much as possible and for an urban 
lifestyle. A Purple Line stop at Dale Drive will only enhance the benefits 

of the neighborhood. 

Thank you 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #122 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/9/2013 
First Name : Larry 

Last Name: Kupers 
Address : 605 Dale Drive 
City : Silver Spring 
State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 


Submission Content/Notes : My family is in favor of including a purple stop at Dale and Wayne in the 


initial installation of the line. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #124 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/10/2013 

First Name : Fergus 

Last Name : Donaldson 

Address : 501 Ashford Rd 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : fergusatwork@yahoo.com 

Submission Content/Notes : The construction of the Purple Line in the vicinity of Wayne Ave and 

Dale Dr is going to have a significant impact on the local community. | 

strongly support the expansion of public transportation, but it is important 


that the new system maximize accessibility, in particular to the 

communities expected to make the most sacrifices to accommodate the 
new Purple Line. | therefore strongly urge that the FTA and MTA include 
a station at the corner of Dale Dr and Wayne Ave. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #125 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/11/2013 

First Name : Spencer 

Last Name : Boyer 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : spencerboyer@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : | support a stop at Wayne and Dale. It is vital to our community. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #128 DETAIL 








Comment Date : 10/16/2013 

First Name : Peter 

Last Name : Schulz 

Address : 902-L Blue Leaf Ct. 
City : Frederick 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 21701 

Email Address : igor_88@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : We need this built yesterday! 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #129 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/16/2013 

Paul 

Seltman 

514 Ashford Road 
Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
pseltman@yahoo.com 


Please consider making final the decision to have a stop at the 
intersection of Wayne and Dale. Without that stop, there is too large of a 
gap between Purple Line stops, which will decrease potential ridership. 
Wayne and Dale also is a major intersection with two schools, enabling 
families with school children in particular to take advantage of the stop. 
Please do not allow a very vocal minority of neighbors who oppose the 
Purple Line generally to prevent a stop at this location. If the stop is 
merely "studied" for the future, the stop is highly unlikely to ever happen. 
We should have a stop there at the beginning. Otherwise resentment 
toward the Purple Line only will grow in this neighborhood, as the 
neighbors will be subject to all the construction and traffic 
inconveniences of the Purple Line without any of the benefits. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Seltman 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #130 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

State : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/16/2013 
Frank 


Lysy 
MD 
eyesee99@yahoo.com 


An environmental offset of equivalent and similar new park land should 
be required to compensate for the park land which will be effectively 
destroyed by routing the Purple Line on the current Capital Crescent 
bike path (also sometimes referred to as the Georgetown Branch bike 
trail) from Bethesda to the edge of Silver Spring. 


Environmental offsets are required for public projects that take existing 
park land, but none has been planned here. While a new bike path 
would be constructed to parallel the new transit line, the park itself will 
be effectively destroyed. No compensation is planned for this, and the 
$2.2 billion reported cost of constructing the Purple Line assigns a value 
of exactly zero for this park land. 


But park land has a value, and compensation should be provided. An 
environmental offset would do this. While purchase of such land to add 
to our public parks would have a cash cost, this cash cost simply 
recognizes the costs that are being incurred when park land is being 
taken as if it were free. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #131 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


E.11 


10/16/2013 

Jon 

Williams 

4100 Blackthorn St 

Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 

jonneilwilliams@gmail.com 

My spouse, three children and | live within 100 yards of the proposed 
purple line. We spend much of our weekends biking and walking on the 
capital crescent trail. The current plan DOES NOT account for the noise 
pollution the trains will create. We will not be able to enjoy the trail with 
noisy trains strolling by. In addition, the plan calls for the removal of all 
the mature, beautiful trees on the trail. The trail is one of the main 
reasons we bought our house. The purpose line will materially lower the 
quality of life for my family and many others who live near it. PLEASE 
PLEASE PLEASE reconsider the purple line. The current plan is 
completely unacceptable! 
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Comment Date : 10/17/2013 
First Name : Kenneth 
Last Name : Daily 
State : MD 
Email Address : kmdaily@gmail.com 
Submission Content/Notes : | strongly support the completion of the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring including but not limited to paving and 
é providing grade-separated crossings of major roadways. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

City : 

State : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/17/2013 

Saurabh 

Mahajan 

Gaithersburg 

MD 
smahajan53@gmail.com 


It would be a tremendous mistake not to start the Purple Line from the 
preexisting MARC station in Gaithersburg; commuters from the Northern 
side of the County, along with commuters from Frederick, would have 
limited access to this proposed Purple Line as traveling to and from 
Bethesda during rush hour is a nonstarter. Bethesda residents can 
already just take the Metro Redline to get to Silver Spring or transfer to 
get to College Park and other stops on the purposed Purple Line. If you 
are going to make a new rail system, make it all encompassing and don't 
waste tax payer money on a system that will only provide convenience 
for a handful of people - don't make the same mistake you made on the 
ICC! It would behoove the committee to consider population dynamics 
within Montgomery County as population density growth in the Northern 
corridor will outpace Bethesda in the coming years. Without servicing 
this commuting population in Northern Montgomery County, already 
congested highways will continue to remain untraversable forcing 
individuals like myself that work in Washington DC to finally leave the 
County. The ICC has done little to alleviate the congestion on |-270 and 
I-495, a major new transportation line in Maryland should serve to 
eliminate congestion and provide accommodate commuters across the 
County and not just those who reside in Bethesda. 
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First Name : 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


Carolyn 

Williams 
cwilliams@niaid.nih.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. | rode the trail to DC just two days 
ago and it is truly a gem for the region. Let's connect Bethesda and 
Silver Spring! 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Carolyn Williams 


6005 Anniston Rd. 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Hannah 

Hudson 
monalisapoet@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Hannah Hudson 


4803 8th St NE 
Washington, DC 20017 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Berenice 

Rushovich 
b.rushovich@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Berenice Rushovich 


202 Old Crossing Drive 
Baltimore, MD 21208 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Sean 

McBRide 
seanpmcb@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Sean McBRide 


4217 29th St. 
Mount Rainier, MD 20712 
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First Name : 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


Richard 

Suchoski 
rasO02@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Richard Suchoski 


10801 Lockridge Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 
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First Name : Nick 
Last Name : Merritt 
Email Address : nmerritt@SIlA.net 
Submission Content/Notes : | live in the Town of Chevy Chase and | love the Crescent Trail. It 
serves Our community and surrounding communities. Please do no 
‘ harm to 
it. 
Nick Merritt 


7702 Meadow Ln 
Chevy Chase, MD 


nmerritt@siia.net 
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Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Stuart 

Simon 
ssimon@doc.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| wish to express my support for the Purple Line project and especially 
the associated work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail (CCT) from 
Bethesda to Silver Spring. 


Completion of the CCT as a paved, grade-separated, safe connection 
between downtown Bethesda and downtown Silver Spring is a critical 
part of this project. This should and must be done regardless of final 
resolution of alignment and right-of-way issues. To ensure that this 
occurs, please amend the Environmental Impact Statement to more 
clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and necessary 
stakeholders to enable the CCT trail to be built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
critical piece of this innovative initiative to maximize efficient use of our 
urban corridors across the country. 


Thank you. 
Stuart Simon 


8309 Raymond Lane 
Potomac, MD 20854 
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Jonathan 

Simon 
jsimon@chemonics.com 
Dear MTA: 


Hello from Chevy Chase. | am writing to express my strong support for 
the Purple Line project. 


This new transit project is a win-win for our community. Not only wil it 
provide clean, efficient mass transit that wil reduce automobile traffic, but 
it will also result in the completion of the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


| commute by bicycle to downtown DC every day on the CCT, but | 
currently avoid the unpaved section of the trail that runs between Silver 
Spring and Bethesda. Similarly, my wife and daughter don't use the trail 
on their bicycles because it is unfinished. That means they are taking the 
car to Bethesda more often, which is a shame. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is a 
critical part of the transportation solution for our community. 


Thank you very much. 
Jonathan Simon 


9105 Levelle Drive 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


PRESTON 
LITTLETON 
lap99h@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
PRESTON LITTLETON 


11907 WHISTLER COURT 
POTO, MD 20854 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


James 

Earl 
Jamie.earl@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| am a Silver Spring resident writing to express my support for the Purple 
Line project because | support the accompanying work to complete the 
Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
- Jamie Earl 
James Earl 


8800.1st Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Joel 

Martin 
waba@joelmartin.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Joel P. Martin 


Joel Martin 
5139 Dudley Lane 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Wayne 

Miller 
waynomiller@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Wayne Miller 

10703 Kings Riding Way, #201 
Apt 102 

Rockville, MD 20852 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Sarah 

Dotson 
sjdotson@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project, largely because 
| support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
(CCT) between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. It should be completed regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way. The FEIS 
should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


| strongly support the Purple Line as a means of providing a much- 
needed fast, reliable--unlike the J buses--alternative to the use of single 
occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the region. And the 
completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is critical. | don't 
own a car, so | rely on my bike and public transit. The J buses take a 
ridiculous amount of time to cross town due to traffic on East-West 
Highway, and the Georgetown Branch trail is impassible in bad weather. 
A paved, well=designed CCT trail AND the purple line are critical. 


Thank you. 
Sarah Dotson 


8101 Flower Avenue #3 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Benjamin 

Helmen 
bhelmen@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Benjamin Helmen 


8904 Spring Ave 
Lanham, MD 20706 
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Greg 

Dwyer 
21stcenturytraveler@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Greg Dwyer 


4003 Oglethorpe St. 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
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Betsy 

James 
be.james1@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Betsy James 


5801 Conway Rd 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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Katherine 

Lizotte 
K_Lizotte2@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Katherine Lizotte 


1111 Army Navy Drive, Apt 307 
Arlington, VA 22202 
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lou 

viner 
lviner@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
lou viner 


6200 madawaska rd 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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>| = 
|| ~r 


ajriley514@verizon.net 


Hello MTA, 
| live in Sligo Park Hills, near Wayne and Dale drives. 


| have a concern about the power sub station planned for Wayne 
avenue. | understand that is is very large and might be blocked from 
view in some manner. Since there is concern about noise ‘humming’ 
sound and about visual impact, | want to add my voice to those 
advocating for partial or full burial of the sub-station. 


| also have concerns about the other noise events such a wheel squeal 
and synthesized announcements for the waiting public. 

Strong efforts to reduce these noises and environmental impacts of 
residents should be made. | suggest the use of directionally tuned 
speakers and low DB to reduce impact to local residents. Any special 
rails which reduce noise are requested. 


| also am concerned about the look of Sligo Creek near the overpass of 
the PL. MTA and Mont Cnty should strive to make the setting a natural 
enjoyable view rather than a stone or cement culvert. 


Thank You 
James Riley 

514 Mansfield Rd 
SS, MD. 20910 
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Elizabeth 

Kingery 
erkingery@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Elizabeth Kingery 


7211 Rollingwood Drive 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Ed 

Brandt 
ed.b.brandt@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Ed Brandt 


Cummings lane 
chevy chase, MD 20815 
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Jim 

Russ 
simjue@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jim Russ 


9915 Maple Leaf Dr. 
Montgomery Village, MD 20886 
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James 

Zwiebel 
zwiebelj@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
James Zwiebel 


6317 Kenhowe Drive 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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Justin 

Fry 
justinfry@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Justin Fry 


8806 Stonebrook Lane 
Columbia, MD 21046 
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Thank you for the chance to comment on the FEIS and the light rail 
Purple 
Line. 


Almost daily, my Labrador, Tim and | walk on the Capital Crescent Trail, 
usually from our access in East Bethesda to the Rock Creek trestle 
bridge 

over Rock Creek. Or we may walk through the tunnel to Barnes Noble 
Café for 

coffee (me) and a shared scone. We walk the trail in summer, spring, 
mnie and fall, enjoying each season as the towering trees and flowers 
O 

lush growth alongside reflect the seasons. 


During the summer, branches of trail side trees shield walkers, runners, 
commuters, students, bicyclists and baby carriages. The tree canopy 
creates 

shadows that help to avoid intense heat and humidity. Fall creates a 
colorful mosaic of leaves falling on the Trail while the sounds of walkers 
and runners are muted by the rich tapestry. The Trail is hushed during 
winter as snow falling from the tall trees creates a crystalline shower. 
But above all, the sounds of scampering squirrels, cries of mating birds 
and 

the fresh green stalks and leaves of trees heralds the beginning of 
Spring. 


Our linear park aka Capital Crescent Trail, is a joy that is shared by our 
communities, stretching from Silver Spring to Bethesda and Chevy 
Chase. 

This urban park is well-used and cannot/should not be sacrificed so that 
a 

few riders can save a few minutes. Concluding the Purple line at the 
16th 

Street station in Silver Spring accomplishes the purpose of a light rail 
connecting route from Prince George County to eastern Montgomery 
County. 

Ending the Purple Line in Silver Spring connects westward travelers with 
METRO, buses, commuter trains and the center of Silver Spring. 


=e from the shortened route could be used to create Rapid Bus 
ransit 

routes from Silver Spring to Bethesda, serving the greatest congestion 
on 

Wisconsin Avenue at the Naval Medical Center and NIH. 


Robert Posner 
4304 Chestnut Street 
Bethesda 
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PETER 

KOKOPELI 
hobbes@shoutandsing.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support public transit and the Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda 
and Silver Spring. | am a regular bicycle commuter and Metro user. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


| support the Purple Line AND the completion of the CCT as a viable 
bicycling connection. 


Thank you. 
PETER KOKOPELI 


6202 WILMETT ROAD 
BETHESDA, MD 20817 
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Jose 

Garcia 
ecuagarcia@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jose Garcia 


8409 Greenbelt Road apt 202 
Greenbelt, MD 20770 
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Jackie 

Nichols 

nicholsmail1 @yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jackie Nichols 


North Carolina Ave, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 
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Sandy 

Barsky 
ganibar@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Sandy Barsky 


4549 N Chelsea Lane 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Chris 

Arndt 
chris@arndthome.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Chris Arndt 


21090 Sugar Ridge Terrace 
Boyds, MD 20841 
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george 
lin 
glin@gditweb.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


george lin 

8510 16th st 

apt 313 

silver spring, MD 20910 
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Marc 

Gage 
mk12gage@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my strong support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Takoma. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Takoma. This should be done regardless the details of the alignment 
and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the FEIS should 
more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and necessary 
stakeholders to ensure that the trail is finally built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
extremely critical. 


Thank you. 
Marc Gage 
East Montgomery County resident 


Marc Gage 
13761 Avonshire Dr 
Silver Spring, MD 20904 
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John 

Watson 
jwatson08@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
John Watson 


7310 Reddfield Court 
Falls Church, VA 22043 
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Tracy 

Threefoot 
t8foot@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Tracy Threefoot 


12011 Old Bridge Rd. 
Rockville, MD 20852 
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howard 

spira 
h_spira@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
howard spira 


6204 Robinwood Road 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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William 

Strang 
strangw@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


Yes, this is canned email, but | fully and strongly support what it says. 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 

William Strang 

7111 Braeburn Pl 
Bethesda, MD 20817 


William Strang 
7111 Braeburn Pl 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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Sarah 

Lanning 
splanning@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is a 
critical component of the project. 


Thank you. 
Sarah Lanning 


1708 Grace Church Rd. 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Brian 

Horst 
brian@ihorst.com 
Dear MTA: 


As a non-car owning resident of Montgomery County who relies on my 
bike and mass transportation options for traveling around the region, | 
write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | support 
the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Brian Horst 


11514 Bucknell Dr. #204 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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Carolyn 

Avery 
clavery111@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Carolyn Avery 


5325 McKinley St 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Veeraporn 
Vongkovit 
Vvongkovit@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Veeraporn Vongkovit 


7811 fox gate ct 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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Jonathan 

Tom 
jontom49@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, it would be a shame if Prince George's and Montgomery 
Counties don't support the Washington Metropolitan Area's trend toward 
becoming a bicycle friendly area. 


Thank you, 
Jonathan Tom 


Jonathan Tom 
2507 Amherst Road 
Hyattsville, MD 20783 
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Joe 

Golla 
jag2857@comcast.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Joe Golla 


1605 Crawford Drive 
Rockville, MD 20851 
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Arthur 

Kaupe 
arthurkaupbe@me.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Arthur Kaupe 


14708 Myer Terrace 
Rockville, MD 20853 
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Mark 

Mazur 
m_mazur@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project and in particular 
the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail (CCT) 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and MTA 
should work with all stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as 
promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Mark Mazur 


930 Wayne Ave #508 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Betsy 
Heidenberger 
betsyracket@verizon.net 


| am writing to express my concern and strong disapproval of the Purple 
Line. 

| live just off the trail and | use this trail daily. 

To have such a huge project destroying so much property and 
unpleasantly alter the life for so many area residents for a propable relief 
of traffic congestion assuming this rail may be used by so many people? 
| vote adamantly no for this project with hopes the costs escalate and 
this will be dropped soon. 

Betsy Heidenberger 

USPTA Professional 

h 301-951-0778 

c 301-767-6624 

betsyracket@verizon.net 

www.bheidenberger.usptapro.com 
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edwin 

stromberg 
edwinstromberg@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
edwin stromberg 


512 new york ave. 
takoma park, MD 20912 
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Paul 

Jackson 
travelnjax@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Paul Jackson 


700 Grandin Ave 
Rockville, MD 20850 
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Christopher 

Feehely 
feehely24@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Chris Feehely 


Christopher Feehely 
1201 East West Highway #416 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Eric 

Reinhold 
n3nfs@arrl.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Eric Reinhold 


19104 Harkness Lane 
Gaithersburg, MD 20879 
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Emmanuel 

Jimenez 
emmanuelyjimenez@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Emmanuel Jimenez 


5006 Acacia Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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MARY 

WARD 
marhward@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
MARY WARD 


10916 Wickshire Way 
Rockville, MD 20852 
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Nathaniel 

Smith 
nathaniel.|.smith@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Nathaniel Smith 


2215 Luzerne Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Philip 

Lippel 
phlippel@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Philip Lippel 


6681 hillandale rd 
chevy chase, MD 20815 
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George 

Neighbors 
george@georgeneighbors.com 
Dear MTA: 


As a daily bike commuter without safe options in the Silver Spring area 
who often socializes in Bethesda, | support the work to complete the 
Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as a paved, grade-separated, safe 
connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown Silver Spring. 
This should be done regardless the details of the alignment and the 
ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the FEIS should more 
clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and necessary 
stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
George Neighbors 


116 sunnyside road 
silver spring, MD 20910 
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Tracy 

Snell 
smartwoman3@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


Regardless of the outcome of the El for thePurple Line, the completion 
of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is critical. Users of the CCT 
have been waiting a long time for funding to be devoted to the 
completion of the CCT. 


Thank you. 
Tracy Snell 


4530 Avondale St. #1 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Adam 

Daniel 
wabaa@jodam.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Adam Daniel 


8416 Queen Annes Dr. 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Ronald 

Alper 
roneai55@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Ronald Alper 


6503 Barley Corn Row 
Columbia, MD 21044 
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Ronald 

Cohen 
cohen@gl.ciw.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Ronald Cohen 


9105 Woodland Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Steve 

Goldstein 
slgoldstein@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Steve Goldstein 


4103 Bradley Lane 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Benjamin 

Sigrist 
bsigrist@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Benjamin Sigrist 


12850 Rexmore Dr 
Germantown, MD 20874 
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First Name: Tessa 
Last Name : Dinsmoor 
Email Address : Adnorre@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Vibration and noise will be way above federal standards where | live, 
though the EIS does not mention my building, at 4242 East West 
highway, a building with 168 apartments. 


E.10 
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Katie 

Mencarini 
katherine.mencarini@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Katie Mencarini 


16710 George Washington Dr 
Rockville, MD 20853 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #196 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Suzie 

Moss 
suziemoss@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Suzie Moss 


3517 Hamlet Place 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Ed 

Patrick 
epatrick@vt.edu 
Dear MTA: 


As a resident of Takoma Park and a user of the Capital Crescent Trail, | 
write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | support 
the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 

In the context of commuting, and based on the location of my residence 
in relation to the trail, its use can become challenging and in some cases 
impassible in inclement weather conditions. This is predominantly due 
to the unfinished condition of the segment between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Ed Patrick 


Ed Patrick 

716 Maplewood Ave 

Apt 2 

Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Barbara 

Sorkin 
bc92sorkin@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| oppose the Purple Line project. Once again DC legislators are being 
penny wise and pound foolish (as when Metro was disabled by the 
failure to construct more than two parallel tracks on any given line, so 
that 20% or more of the entire Metro system is disabled every time 
there's a sick passenger on a single train). A surface system will not 
save passengers time, and will destroy the neighborhoods it divides. The 
additional cost to add an underground line will pay off big time if DC, 
providing the transit infrastructure that might someday allow DC and its 
suburbs to develop into a world class city. 


If the Purple Line is built, the accompanying work to complete the 
Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring MUST be 
done - it will provide likely more rapid transit than the Purple Line, and 
while unattractive if there's snow on the ground, based on experience 
with Metro, snow will also stop the Purple Line - as likely will every rush 
hour. Dedicated lanes are nice, but don't help if intersections are 
gridlocked. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | strongly OPPOSE the Purple Line as a means of providing 
alternatives to the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west 
transportation in the region, | even more strongly SUPPORT the 
COMPLETION of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection. 


Thank you. 
Barbara Sorkin 


6760 Kenwood Forest Lane 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Cindy 

Bar 
cindybar13@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Cindy Bar 


6105 gloster road 
bethesda, MD 20816 
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Grace 
Palladino 
palladin20814@yahoo.com 


| have my doubts about the calculations for future use of the Purple Line, 
but | have no doubt about the ecological and recreational value of the 
trail And | am a person who regularly uses public transportation. You 
can cook the books however you want, but this plan is based on aiding 
developers not the public. If you were truly interested in transportation 
you would try running more express buses like the J1 and J4 before 
investing tax-payer money in this boondoggle. 


It interests me that the county claims to want to protect trees and green 
space, but by clear cutting the area around the trail you will be 
destroying both. Others say there is a social justice issue, but the 
affordable housing that now exists won't be affordable once the 
developers step in. Destroying existing small businesses or using 
eminent domain to favor one group of businessmen over another -- or 
over residents -- doesn't seem like social justice to me. 


Grace Palladino 
4524 N. Chelsea Lane 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Frank 

Brown 
fvb2@columbia.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Frank Brown 


9220 Watson Road 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Mary 

Webb 
mmolinski@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Mary Webb 


10002 Raynor Rd 
Silver spring, MD 20901 
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Heidi 

Coleman 
Heidi.L.Coleman@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Heidi Coleman 


801 Philadelphia Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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John 

Lee 
john70lee@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
John Lee 


4606 Davidson Drive 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Taylor 

Kampia 
teekampia@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Taylor Kampia 


1010 Laredo Rd 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 
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Robert 

Bernstein 
rbernstein55@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Robert Bernstein 


8493 Timberland Circle 
Ellicott City, MD 21043 
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Kenneth 

Elias 
kelias@congressionalbank.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Kenneth Elias 


5007 Westport Rd 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Jason 

Webb 
jmwebb13@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jason Webb 


10002 Raynor Rd 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #209 DETAIL 








First Name : Sharon 
Last Name : Willig 
Email Address : swillig2@yahoo.com 
Submission Content/Notes : | would like to see the trail stay as it is and continue to provide a green 
canopy, a quiet space and the pleasure of the changing seasons as we 
use it. These are all the reasons | bought my condo facing the Crescent 


Trail many years ago. For some of us the changes will necessitate we 
move. Please leave it as itis. Find another route for the Purple Line. 
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Allison 

Adams 
Allison.b.adams@gmail.Com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Allison Adams 


8515 Lynwood pl 
Chevy chase, MD 20815 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #211 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


augusto 

macedo 
gusmacedo1@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
augusto macedo 


18419 snowberry way 
olney, MD 20832 
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Barbara 
Schwenger-Huffman 
bschwenger@usgbc.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Barbara Schwenger-Huffman 


4016 Dresden St 
Kensington, MD 20895 
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Maxwell 

Sanborn 
cuff4317@excite.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Maxwell Sanborn 


303 Woodland Rd 
Rockville, MD 20850 
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Diane 

MacEachern 
Diane@biggreenpurse.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Diane MacEachern 


102 Tulip Avenue 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Dan 

Bloom 
danbloom@temple.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Dan Bloom 


210 Domer Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Abigail 

Rome 
abirome2@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Abigail Rome 


605 Ray Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Morten 

Gregersen 
mgregersen@ifc.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Morten Gregersen 


Dorset 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Andrew 

Trembley 
andrew.trembley@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Andrew Trembley 


808 Gist Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Elspeth 

Payne 
ebpayne@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling (and commuting) 
connection is critical. You want people off the roads? Give them viable 
alternatives - including trails we can ride, that go to places where our 
work and errands are. 


Thank you. 
Elspeth Payne 


505 Kerwin Court 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #220 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Piyapong 

Vongkovit 
pvongkovit@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Piyapong Vongkovit 


7811 FOX GATE CT 
BETHESDA, MD 20817 
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Jim 

Clarke 
jwarrenclarke@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jim Clarke 


1916 Dundee Road 
Rockville, MD 20850 
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Anne 

Snouck-Hurgronje 
annesnouck@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Anne Snouck-Hurgronje 


131 Ritchie Avenu 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Dale 

Hal 
dhall820@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


I'm sure that you're receiving the following message from many friends 
of the Capital Crescent Trail. I'm submitting it verbatim, because | agree 
completely with the points expressed below. 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Dale Hal 


16408 Equestrian Lane 
Derwood, MD 20855 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #224 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


David 

Kahn 
dkahn1000@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
David Kahn 


14608 Dehaven Court 
North Potomac, MD 20878 
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Ryan 

Heitz 
oceanhai@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Ryan Heitz 


1218 Fallsmead Way 
Potomac, MD 20854 
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Jonathan 

Dueck 
jonathandueck@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Jonathan Dueck 

11 Ridge Road 

Unit D 

Greenbelt, MD 20770 
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Zachary 

Brewster-Geisz 
brewstergeisz@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


I'm foregoing the form letter WABA has provided me; | know you 
probably know it by heart. | simply write to encourage you to finish the 
Purple Line, and to please ensure that completing the Capital Crescent 
Trail is part of it. 


Bicycling is a win-win for the county and the state; the more cycles there 
are on the trail, the less crowded the roads will be, the healthier the 
citizens will be. Please don't let the small, vocal minority of "friends" of 
the trail dissuade you from completing the vital connection from Silver 
Spring to Bethesda. 


Many thanks for your time and attention. 
Zach Brewster-Geisz 
Zachary Brewster-Geisz 


106 Hedgewood Drive 
Greenbelt, MD 20770 
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Kerry 

Grace Rice 
kerrygracemorrissey@westat.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Kerry Grace Rice 


3913 Baltimore Street 
Kensington, MD 20895 
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Nancy 

McHenry 
nmchenry@cityoffrederick.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Nancy McHenry 


8015 Captains Court 
Frederick, MD 21701 
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Brennan 

Adams 
brennan.adams@am.jll.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Brennan Adams 


8515 Lynwood PI 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Moira 

McCauley 
moiramc@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project. | live in DC and 
work in both Bethesda and Silver Spring. Since | don't own a car, | not 
only look forward to the new metro line, but | also support the 
accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless of the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
also critical. 


Thank you. 
Moira McCauley 


1512 Corcoran St NW #34 
Washington, DC 20009 
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Valerie 

Matthews 
vhmatthews@terpalum.umd.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Valerie Matthews 


1008 Ashland Dr 
Ashton, MD 20861 
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marianne 

ross 
cinthec@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
marianne ross 


6306 owen place 
bethesda, MD 20817 
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James 

Eulau 
jameseulau@mac.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
James Eulau 


11214 Dewey Rd 
Kensington, MD 20895 
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James 

Eulau 
jameseulau@mac.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
James Eulau 


11214 Dewey Rd 
Kensington, MD 20895 
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Andrea 

Frisch 
andrea.frisch@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Andrea Frisch 


5529 Warwick PI 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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| live in 5 minute walking distance to the Capital Crescent Trail and lam 
writing today to emphatically express the fact that destruction of it will 
adversely impact me, my family, and my community in the areas of 
noise, health, safety, access to green space, and loss of biodiversity. 

| have been using the trail everyday for 20 years! Please do not cut 
down the trees to put a train system in- this community does not need a 
rail system. The Metro system is sufficient! 

| thank you for your consideration of this serious and urgent matter. 


Vanessa J. Rothstein 
4706 Morgan Drive 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Julie 

Kurland 
Rockcreek@mac.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
critical. | ride this trail at least 3 or 4 times a week to get to the grocery 
store. It is well used and in need of repair from the amount of use it gets. 


Thank you. 
Julie Kurland 


Julie Kurland 
7408 Baltimore Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Gina 

Cairney 
gm.cairney@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless of the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
critical, for those who bike as their own preferred transport alternative. 


Thank you. 
Gina Cairney 


8407 16th St. 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Daniel 

Feldman 
ddfeld8@msn.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Daniel Feldman 


13819 Arctic Ave 
Rockville, MD 20853 
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Mario 
Wawrzusin 
w9720@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Mario Wawrzusin 


9720 Pleasant Gate Lane 
Potomac, MD 20854 
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Jing 

Zhang 
jing1126@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jing Zhang 


6104 Namakagan Road 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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douglas 

larson 
larson.doug.a@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
douglas larson 


7874 golden pine circle 
severn, MD 21144 
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Renee 

Roth 
rlrot@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my objection to the Purple Line project in it's entirety. 
As an avid cyclist who rides the trail often from Jones Mill Rd to 
Georgetown | am adamantly opposed to the destruction of trees which 
provide shade and cover on the many 90 plus degree days we 
experience in this region yearly. This trail is one of very few in the 
overpopulated, traffic congested metro area dedicated to walkers, 
bikers, joggers and families with young children. | have several biking 
cohorts who have been seriously injured by cars this year and the trail is 
one of the only routes free of this danger. County construction projects 
have no qualms about shutting existing roads for repairs therefore the 
Purple Line should be built on an existing roadway. The Purple Line 
project will destroy the trail as it currently exists and | oppose it strongly. 
Thank you. 


Renee Roth 
6191 Executive Blvd 
Rockville, MD 20852 
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Stephanie 

Ball 
stephanie.r.ball@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Stephanie Ball 


1108 Lamont St. NW 
Washington DC, DC 20010 
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Jason 

Sartori 
jason@jksartori.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jason Sartori 


5623 Ogden Road 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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| write to express my support for the completion of the CCT as a viable 
: bicycling connection. 
Thank you. 
Nick Schulz 


407 Williamsburg Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 
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Robert 

Nelson 
dr.skip.nelson@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Robert Nelson 

5801 Nicholson Lane 
Apt 1714 

Rockville, MD 20852 
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Stephen 

Ashurst 
sashurst+bike@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support only for the completion of the Capital 
Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. As happened in the 
past with the ICC trail which never made it to fruition, I'm afraid that the 
Purple Line project will at some point need to cut costs and the bike trail 
will be foregone. 


The CCT must be completed, whether it's part of the Purple Line project 
or not. The trail itself, must be a paved, grade-separated, safe 
connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown Silver Spring. 
This should be done regardless the details of the alignment and the 
ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the FEIS should more 
clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and necessary 
stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


| do not necessarily support the Purple Line, but see that it could be a 
building block to many infrastructure improvements that need to happen 
in our area to provide alternative means of travel. Bike travel between 
Northern sections of the county (Burtonsville, Olney) to downcounty 
areas remains as the most harrowing effort in any part of the county | 
travel. BRT may help, and the Purple Line could help the BRT system 
and bike systems along the ROW, but | will always have restrained 
support after seeing the debacle that happened with the ICC bike trail 
(which turned out to be all lies). If the CCT trail is not built to wnat was 
promised, all current leaders need to be held responsible. 


Thank you. 
Stephen Ashurst 


14401 Hollyhock Way 
Burtonsville, MD 20866 
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Jeff 

La Noue 
jefflanoue@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Jeff La Noue 

2007 Clipper Park Rd 
#225 

Baltimore, MD 21211 
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Debra 

Few 
debfew@msn.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Debra Few 


7981 Eastern Ave Unit 116 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Lorene 

Kluge 
Ikluge@transpartners.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Lorene Kluge 


9907 Blundon Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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Anthony 

Gad Bigio 
anthony.gad.bigio@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Anthony Gad Bigio 


7535 Cayuga Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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Bill 

Kules 
wmkules@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Bill Kules 


20 Hickory Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Nancy 

Seibel 
Nlseibel@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Nancy Seibel 


135 Sanford ave 
Catonsville, MD 21228 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #256 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Dee 

Koziol 
dkoziol@mac.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Dee Koziol 


11309 Palisades Ct 
Kensington, MD 20895 
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Andy 

Watson 
andy@watsonsupply.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Andy Watson 


524 beebe ct 
Frederick, MD 21703 
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Russel 

Karbley 
rkarbley@comcast.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Russel Karbley 


2931 Guyton Rd 
Fallston, MD 21047 
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Carol Ann 

Pisciotta 
carol_a_pisciotta@mcpsmd.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Carol Ann Pisciotta 


1206 Windham Lane 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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David 

Cheney 
david.cheney@alum.mit.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


| typically commute from my home in Silver Spring to my office in 
Rosslyn via the CCT three times a week. The commute would be much 
better, and more people would do it, if the Silver Spring to Bethesda leg 
of this trip were paved. When the trail is wet it becomes muddy and very 
messy, and dirt gets into the bike gears. At night, the roughness of the 
trail makes riding dangerous. My kids would sometimes ride from Silver 
Spring to BCC for school, but gave up do the difficulty in showing up at 
school dirty from the trail. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
critical. 


Thank you. 
David Cheney 
David Cheney 


9017 Woodland Dr 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Mike 

Gugerty 
mike@gugertylaw.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Mike Gugerty 


4938 Hampden Ln #181 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Parastoo 

Delgoshaei 
p.delgoshaei@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Parastoo Delgoshaei 


3421 Tulane Dr. #32 
Hyattsville, MD 20783 
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Eric 

Ralph 
kodjo@mac.com 
Dear MTA: 


Please maintain your commitment to the Purple Line project and the 
accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


The Purple Line will provides alternatives to the use of single occupancy 
vehicles for east-west transportation in the region, as will the CCT as it 
will provide a viable& indeed critical bicycling connection. 


Thank you. 
Eric Ralph 


706 S Milton Ave 
Baltimore, MD 21224 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #264 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Babak 

Mansouri 
Ezbob74@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Babak Mansouri 


11121 stillwater ave 
Kensington, MD 20895 
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Michael 

Rubino 
michaelcrubino@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Michael Rubino 


4601 West Virginia Ave 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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David 

Gray 
djg@well.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my conditional support for the Purple Line project 
because | support the accompanying work to complete the Capital 
Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion and long term maintenance of the CCT asa 
viable bicycling connection is essential. 


Thank you. 
David Gray 


8804 Maywood Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Rachel 

Hongtong 
rhongtong@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 

Rachel Fronapfel, Silver Spring Resident 
Rachel Hongtong 

1110 Fidler Ln 


Apt 420 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Alexander 

Susan 
85stringedguitar@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Alexander Susan 


7613 Takoma Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Nicolas 

Kotschoubey 
n.kotsch@ix.netcom.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Nicolas Kotschoubey 


4978 Sentinel Drive, #402 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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Deanna 
Okrent 
deejoy@att.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Deanna Okrent 


10715 Gatewood Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20903 
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Shamsher 
Singh 
ssingh@ifc.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Shamsher Singh 


4603 Harrison Street 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Sigrid 

Haines 
schaines2001@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Sigrid Haines 


227 Little Quarry Road 
Gaithersburg, MD 20878 
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Lisa 

Brubaker 
lisa.brubaker10@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Lisa Brubaker 


11904 parklawn place, apartment T-4 
Rockville, MD 20892 
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Ashish 

Gupta 
ashish.personal@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Ashish Gupta 


9326 Harvey Rd 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Howard 

Solomon 
hwsol2002@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Howard Solomon 


6705 Tulip Hill Terrace 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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Frank 

Linden 
flinden@worldbank.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Frank Linden 


8714 Hartsdale Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20817 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #277 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Philip 

Coyne 
pcoyne@niaid.nih.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my vigorous support for the Purple Line project 
because | support the accompanying work to complete the Capital 
Crescent Trail (CCT) between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT MUST be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This must be done; the details of the alignment and the 
ownership of the necessary right-of-way MUST accommodate this. 
Furthermore, the FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with 
MCDOT and necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built AS 
PROMISED. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
critical to this goal. 


Thank you. 


Philip Coyne 
2501 Forest Glen Rd. 
Silver Spring, MD 


Philip Coyne 
2501 Forest Glen Rd. 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Kathy 

Zentek 
Karczews@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Kathy Zentek 


4608 Clemson Road 
College Park, MD 20740 
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Benjamin 

Stutzman 
ben.thestutz@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Benjamin Stutzman 


Benjamin Stutzman 
3710 37th Street 
MOUNT RAINIER, MD 20712 
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Christopher 
Murphy 
chrism@nafsa.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Christopher Murphy 


2223 Washington Ave. #203 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Jeanne 

Maglaty 
maglatyj}@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jeanne Maglaty 


12019 Eaglewood Court 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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Michael 

Harris 
mrharris2@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| feel strongly about this issue and use the Capital Crescent Trail as a 
way to commute to work. 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Michael Harris 


801 Lamberton Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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Richard 

Gollub 
rgollub@childrensdefense.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. As a Silver Spring resident, | 
would frequently use the Trail if it was completed. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Richard Gollub 
Richard Gollub 


8830 Sudbury Road 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 
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John 

Corrigan 
jecorrigan3@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
John Corrigan 


33 W Irving St 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Rainey 

Hoffman 
rainey.hoffman@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Rainey Hoffman 


6415 MacArthur Blvd 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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Harold 

Anderson 
3339ha@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Harold Anderson 


45J Ridge Rd. 
Greenbelt, MD 20770 
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MICHAEL 

GOTTHELF 
GOTTHELFM@YAHOO.COM 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
MICHAEL GOTTHELF 


9015 JONES MILL RD 
CHEVY CHASE, MD 20815 
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Jason 

Piotrowski 
jpiotrowski@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jason Piotrowski 


10622 Georgia Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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Scott 

Wilets 
sewilets@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Scott Wilets 


8009 Hamilton Spring Road 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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Jeffrey 

Murrell 
ebson_20@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jeffrey Murrell 


1507 Golf Course Dr 
Mitchellville, MD 20721 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #291 DETAIL 





First Name: Mathias 
Last Name : Frisch 
Email Address : mfrisch@umd.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear MTA: 


| write to express my strong support for the Purple Line project. 
: As the Washington area moves to cut its carbon emissions a high 


capacity and efficient network of public transit options--including light 
rail--is important as people move away from cars. 

For the same reason | support the accompanying work to complete the 
8 Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


BE 
1oS) 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Mathias Frisch 


5529 Warwick PI 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Mathias 

Frisch 
mfrisch@umd.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my strong support for the Purple Line project. 

As the Washington area moves to cut its carbon emissions a high 
capacity and efficient network of public transit options--including light 
rail--is important as people move away from cars. 

For the same reason | support the accompanying work to complete the 
Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Mathias Frisch 


5529 Warwick PI 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Benjamin 

Labaree 
blabaree@mac.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Benjamin Labaree 


4408 Highland Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Tim 

Oneil 
tiapatrol@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Tim Oneil 


12301 Starling Lane 
Laurel, MD 20708 
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Pedro 

Martinez 
pmartinez21042@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Pedro Martinez 


8019 Eastern Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Kristoffer 
Tolentino 
faust8@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Kristoffer Tolentino 


8002 Driscoll dr 
Bowie, MD 20720 
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Lee 

Malatesta 
lee_malatesta@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Lee Malatesta 

1220 East-West Hwy. 
Apt. 711 

Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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James 

Huff 
huffhouse2@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
James Huff 


5901 Montrose Rd. N102 
N. Bethesda, MD 20852 
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James 

Huff 
huffhouse2@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
James Huff 


5901 Montrose Rd. N102 
N. Bethesda, MD 20852 
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Richelle 

Meer 
meerathome@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Richelle Meer 


8022 Takoma Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Zubin 

Bamji 
zbamji@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my strong support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. It is unfortunate and surprising 
that this totally viable transportation route has yet to be paved and 
completed. Could it be because the residents and constituents in the 
Silver Spring area are not affluent enough? 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling and walking 
connection is critical. 


Thank you. 
Zubin Bamji 


1910 Lansdowne Way 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #300 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Christina 
McNamee-Mahaffey 
kestrel127@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Christina McNamee-Mahaffey 


1201 East West Hwy 
Silver Spring, MD 20712 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #301 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Rob 

Langston 
creaturecat@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Rob Langston 


139 Claybrook Dr 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #302 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jim 

Heller 
jrhell83@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jlm Heller 


2810 Spencer Rd 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #303 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Lynne 
Sherburne-Benz 
Isbenz@icloud.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Lynne Sherburne-Benz 


8201 Hackamore Drive 
Potomac, MD 20854 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #304 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Steve 

Katz 
emailkatz@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Steve Katz 


11141 Hurdle Hill Drive 
Potomac, MD 20854 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #305 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


olivier 

delacour 
olivier.delacour@urs.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
olivier delacour 


5204 carlton street 
bethesda, MD 20816 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #306 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Ann 

Greenbaum 
anngreenbaum@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


This is a public health matter! We must support opportunities for 
physical activity, and increase alternative transportation. | write to 
express my support for the Purple Line project because | support the 
accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Ann Greenbaum 


803 Trafalgar Rd 
Towson, MD 21204 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #307 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Catherine 

Harvey 
cjsingley@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project AND to support 
the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. Just as the Purple Line is an important connector for 
recreation, commerce, and commuters, so is the CCT. | am a bike 
commuter currently living in Bethesda and considering living in Silver 
Spring. The trail's completion and the Purple Line are two factors that | 
will weigh considerably in my decision. The FEIS should more clearly 
state that MTA will work with MCDOT and necessary stakeholders to 
ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


Thank you. 
Catherine Harvey 


10654 Montrose Ave 
Bethesda, MD 20814 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #308 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jim 

Kohlenberger 
jkohlen@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jim Kohlenberger 


5441 Alta Vista Rd 
Bethesda, MD 20814 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #309 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


William 

Burns 
burnswc@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
William Burns 


501 E Wayne Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #310 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Eric 

Bader 
ericbader@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Eric Bader 


1030 Lanark Way 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #311 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Lance 

Matthiesen 
Lmatthiesen33@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Lance Matthiesen 


7514 Radnor Rd. 
Bethesda, MD 20817 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #312 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Lara 

Kaufmann 
lara.s.kaufmann@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Lara Kaufmann 


11112 Hunt Club Drive 
Potomac, MD 20854 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #313 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Alexander 

Shaw 
alexandersha@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Alexander Shaw 


4552 S. Chelsea Lane 
Bethesda, MD 20814 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #314 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Richard 

Reis 
rich.reis1@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring, as well as the Purple Line itself. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Richard Reis 


711 Copley Lane 
Silver Spring, MD 20904 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #315 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Tom 

Carty 
tcarty1@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Tom Carty 


9903 Stoneybrook Dr 
Kensington, MD 20895 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #316 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


John 

Nolan 
jpnolan@american.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
John Nolan 


6618 Allegheny Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #317 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Roger 

Reider 
reiderr@pobox.com 
Dear MTA: 


Folks, billions for the Purple Line, but nothing to complete the CCT. 
Cycling and cycling commuting are a viable part of the overall 
transportation solution. We need to get folks out of cars and into more 
sustainable alternatives. While cycle commuting isn't for everyone, if the 
facilities are available, a lot of folks will use them. That alleviated 
pressure elsewhere. Just a few percentage points of relief makes huge 
differences in the peak loads on the other alternatives. This helps 
everyone. Please include cycling infrastructure in your plans. 


Roger... 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Roger Reider 


14543 Jaystone Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20905 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #318 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


edward 
lee 
edwardjunlee@gmail.com 


The CCT is one of the reasons why i started to love cycling again. | grew 
up riding around neighborhoods leisurely to get around and just enjoy 
being on two wheels. i had a 15 year gap in between to where i started 
riding again. What had gotten me to start riding again? borrowing my 
friends bicycle and riding on the CCT! My love for cycling now has 
changed my whole life! | quit drinking, i quit smoking, started to diet so i 
can continue to ride and enjoy biking along the CCT with my friends and 
other cyclists. This trail was my opening gateway to a new life style, a 
new me. Please keep this trail open and have it completed for all of us 
cyclist, runners, roller bladers, commuters, leisure walks and just a 
quicker way to enjoy the urban life to city life. | thank WABA and 
everyone for keeping these trails safe in the past years for all of us. Lets 
continue to keep it up. Thank you 


-Edward 
edward lee 


13401 ansel terrace #5-e 
germantown, MD 20874 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #319 DETAIL 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


Thomas 

Fulcher 
tfulcher@studley.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Thomas Fulcher 


5419 Cathedral 
Washington, DC 20016 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #320 DETAIL 





First Name : 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Brett 

Holt 
brettholt@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Brett Holt 


21 Grant Avenue 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #321 DETAIL 





First Name : Mike 
Last Name : Zielinski 
Email Address : mzielinski@usw.org 


Submission Content/Notes : I'm writing in support of the campaign to Save the Trail. | live in Silver 
Spring and my family regularly uses the trail for hiking, biking and 
running. It's a beautiful soot and our community will be the poorer if the 
: trees are taken down and the space is given over to trains. Please 
consider other alternatives to destroying this essential piece of our 
E.11 community. 


Thank you for your attention. 


Mike Zielinski 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #322 DETAIL 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


Daniel 

Handwerker 
dan.handwerker@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Daniel Handwerker 


8704 Milford Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #323 DETAIL 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Glenda 

Kapsalis 
glenda@fotoGR.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Glenda Kapsalis 


223 Grant Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #324 DETAIL 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Mitch 

Machiela 
mitchjunk@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Mitch Machiela 


8101 Needwood Road, #101 
Derwood, MD 20855 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #323 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Glenda 

Kapsalis 
glenda@fotoGR.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Glenda Kapsalis 


223 Grant Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


Kevin 

McLeod 
deafscribe@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Kevin McLeod 


2210 Phelps Rd #212 
Adelphi, MD 20783 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #326 DETAIL 





First Name : 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Joshua 

Bernstein 
jgbern@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


Completing the Capital Crescent Trail is an absolutely essential project 
to supporting alternative transportation in the downcounty area. | bike to 
work every day using the existing partial trail, and it is a real shame that 
the trail does not continue all the way into downtown silver spring. This 
prevents many people from feeling comfortable to use cycling instead of 
other traffic-clogging options. A complete, paved bike path from silver 
spring to bethesda is essential to supporting cycling as an alternative 
transportation method for a large number of people. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
critical. 


Thank you. 

Joshua Bernstein 
Bicycle commuter 

8 Elwyn Ct. 

Silver Spring, MD 20910 


Joshua Bernstein 
8 Elwyn Ct 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Edward 

Bernstein 
bernstein@iriweb.org 
Dear MTA: 


| have been a resident of Montgomery County for more than 20 years 
and | am quite proud to be a citizen of such a terrific place to live, work 
and raise a family. A few years ago | moved from Silver Spring to Chevy 
Chase and have been struck by the change in my life simply by having 
access to the paved bike trails near my house. 


| can now ride my bike 11 miles to work in safety. | can ride to shopping, 
| can meet friends in Bethesda and go for leisure rides on the weekend. 
During these times its nice to see how widely the path is used and how 
much business it brings to Bethesda. | know lots of Virginians who use 
the trail for an early ride with breakfast or lunch in downtown Bethesda. 


Its a shame that the County does not provide the same benefits to Silver 
Spring. Completion of the bike path would bring the same economic 
benefits to homeowners and commuters in the Silver Spring area. | don't 
think its right that | had to move to a more affluent part of the county 
simply to enjoy a more affordable means of transportation. 


Furthermore, completing the trail would provide access to new areas of 
entertainment as well as new parts of DC, increasing the use of the trails 
as a commuter path. This would reduce traffic, improve our health and 
reduce the stress on parking. It will also reduce the number of bicycles 
on East-West Highway and other heavily trafficked roads. This is good 
for bicyclists who are in danger and for motorists. As bicycles become 
more popular, and the increased traffic as well as increased health 
concerns have shown this to be the case throughout the United States, 
safe paths for bicyclists is increasingly important. 


Every plan for the transportation hub in Silver Spring has included bike 
paths, to bring people to the Silver Spring businesses as well as the Red 
and Purple Lines. | hope this continues to be the case. 

Thank you. 


Edward Bernstein 
3402 Pauline Dr 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Rasto 

Brezny 
rasto@fotogr.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Rasto Brezny 
223 Grant Ave. 
Takoma Park, MD 


Rasto Brezny 
223 Grant Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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edward 

lee 
edwardjunlee@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
edward lee 


13401 ansel terrace #5-e 
germantown, MD 20874 
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Michael 

Lichten 
lichtenmj@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT is an important bicycle commuter route during the week, as 
well as providing recreation for many Maryland residents. With the new 
addition of Capital Bikeshare stations in Montgomery County, it will 
become even more heavily used. It must be completed as part of this 
project as a paved, grade-separated, safe connection between 
downtown Bethesda and downtown Silver Spring. This should be done 
regardless the details of the alignment and the ownership of the 
necessary right-of-way, and the FEIS should more clearly state that MTA 
will work with MCDOT and necessary stakeholders to ensure that the 
trail is built as promised. 


While | strongly support the Purple Line as a means of providing 
alternatives to the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west 
transportation in the region, the completion of the CCT as a viable 
bicycling connection is also critical to an integrated transportation plan 
for the future. 


Thank you. 
Michael Lichten 


7210 Maple Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Nathaniel 

Kelso 
nvkelso@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


_Nathaniel V. KELSO 


Former chair, 
Hyattsville Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety Committee 


Nathaniel Kelso 
PO Box 97 
Hyattsville, MD 20781 
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Paul 

Jolly 
pjolly@usa.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project, mot only foor 
the valuable trsansit improvement it will provide, but also because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
also very important.. 


Thank you. 
Paul Jolly 


7620 Old Georgetown Road #91 1 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Libby 

Jewett 
libbyjewett@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Libby Jewett 


5309 Wriley Rd. 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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Mark 

Flugge 
mflugge@icfi.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Bucycling provides another local transportation options as well as health 
and community benefits---please ensure completion of the CCT. 


Thank you. 
Mark Flugge 


4416 Rosedale Ave 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Neil 

Schirmer 
schirm@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Neil Schirmer 


1502 Red Oak Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Jason 

Weakley 
weakley518@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jason Weakley 


2510 Jennings CT 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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Joshua 

Seidman 
jjseidman@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Joshua Seidman 


5144 Newport Ave 
Bethesda, MD 20816 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #338 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


David 

Andrews 
dqandrews@wesleyan.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


Exercise and outdoor space is critical for the well being of citizens in the 
community. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
David Andrews 


4800 Montgomery Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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David 

Inouye 
inouye@umd.edu 
Dear MTA: 


1am a bicycle commuter, and help to keep the roads in the DC area less 
congested and improve the air quality by biking instead of driving. | write 
to express my support for the Purple Line project because | support the 
accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
David Inouye 


3304 Gumwood Drive 
Hyattsville, MD 20783 
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Submission Content/Notes : David....Excellently written Thanks for all your work.....Dick 


Eee Original Message ----- 

From: David Sherman 

To: FEIS@purplelinemd.com 

Sent: Wednesday, October 16, 2013 7:52 AM 

Subject: FEIS COMMENT: Hamlet Place Cooperative, Chevy Chase 
MD 


Purple Line FEIS Comments 


Maryland Transportation Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


To Whom It May Concern: 


Please accept the attached comments on the FEIS from the Hamlet 
Place Cooperative in accordance with your website on this subject. 
Hamlet Place Owners, Inc (‘Hamlet Place’) . is a community of 75 
townhomes located in Chevy Chase, whose future existence is 
intrinsically linked to successful mitigation of our issues with your Purple 
Line project. We have participated in local meetings on this project in 
the past, but they have been of a regional nature and generally involved 
it's future and the relationship to the Chevy Chase Sector Plan. This 
FEIS is the first opportunity we have to readily see the full impact of the 
project on our community and comment on it. 


After reviewing the FEIS we believe we are as impacted — if not more 
so- from a lifestyle and economic standpoint than any other community 
in its path. Hamlet Place is comprised of real taxpaying citizens of 
Maryland whom this FEIS is legally obligated to protect. Hamlet Place 
Cooperative (‘Hamlet Place’) has virtually all of its 75 townhomes within 
500 ‘of the Proposed ROW, and , 50 within 300 feet. We have 30 
townhomes within a distance of as little as 20 feet to 150 feet of the 
ROW. Yet, given this situation, our review of the FEIS finds- incredibly- 
that there is no mention of the Hamlet Place Cooperative in the entire 
document. We therefore reviewed the FEIS and commented on its 
general information and data relative to it’s perceived impact on us. 
ene we addressed potential mitgations for these impacts as we saw 
it. 


We have addressed all Sections of the FEIS in this manner, and 
especially point out the ‘Commitments’ Paragraph (4.20) and it’s 
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statement’ to coordinate and consult with affected communities’ as our 
opportunity to mitigate our impacts from this point forward. Our goal is 
to have a situation where we do not know the Purple Line exists either 
during construction or operation. 


Sincerely, 


David Sherman, President 
Hamlet Place Owners, Inc. 
3583 Hamlet Place 

Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
301 652-8630 


djshermansk@hotmail.com 


Purple Line FEIS Comments 


Hamlet Place Owners, Inc., 3573 Hamlet Place, Chevy Chase, MD 
20815 


October 15, 2013 


1.. Section 4.0, ‘Environmental Resources , Impacts and Mitigation’, 
Para 4.1 “Overview” states that for some impacts the study area 
extends a specified distance from the centerline (eg: 500’). Hamlet 
Place Cooperative (‘Hamlet Place’) has virtually all of its 75 townhomes 
within 500 ‘of the ROW, 50 within 300’ and 30 extending from within as 
little as 20’ to 150’ of the ROW. Why is Hamlet Place Coop not a ‘Study 
Area’ given the impacts which are virtually assured and many other 
areas farther away — and not impacting actual homeowners - are 
included? How can Hamlet Place become a ‘Study Area’? 

2.. Para 4-9 Visual Impacts states the MTA will ‘continue to consult 
with affected 

communities regarding aesthetic treatments of transitway elements’. 
Hamlet Place Coop has never been approached. How can this be 
remedied? 


3.. Table 4-3 How does the ‘Purple Line Functional Plan’ address 
specific issues along the route ? 

4.. Fig 4-2 Defines 16 neighborhoods as ‘Study Areas’. Why is 
Hamlet Place Coop not included? 

5.. Figure 4-3 Why is the open space east of Hamlet Place Coop not 
addressed ? 

6.. Para 4.9 Visual Resources Why is Hamlet Place not designated 
as having ‘High Visual effect’ given the definition of extensive change 
due to the distance from the centerline? 

7.. VAU 1 description and Table 4-22 address visual impacts and 
state that much of the existing vegetation and tree canopy would be 
removed, and the existing embankment lowered. A 4’ high retaining 
wall as indicated is not considered adequate mitigation along the 540’ 
common border of Hamlet Place and the ROW including adjacent 
properties given the distance of the townhomes from the ROW. A 
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minimum 15’ high wall and additional tree and vegetation plantings along 
the common border are required to mitigate the visual impact. Given the 
height of the trains and the nighttime operation, train riders can easily 
see into Hamlet Place living room and bedroom windows. Describe the 
effect the visual impact of a 10’ or 15’ wall on the overhead wiring of the 
trains or the impact of Purple Line lighting on Hamlet Place. What is the 
track grade above Hamlet Place ROW? 

8.. Figure 4-18 depicting the completed Capital Crescent Trail grossly 
distorts the distance impacts experienced by Hamlet Place. 

9.. Page 4-90 addresses collaboration with the Town of Chevy Chase 
on visual, noise and other effects. Hamlet Place Cooperative requests 
equal collaboration given it is more impacted than the Town of Chevy 
Chase. Identify a method for the MTA to coordinate with Hamlet Place 
on impacts and mitigations. 

10.. Para 4.10 Air Quality 4.10.1 How is Hamlet Place adequately 
addressed regarding the NAAQS in the Purple Line Design and 
construction given its distance from the ROW? 

11.. Para 4.11 How is Hamlet Place adequately addressed regarding 
noise abatement in the Purple Line Design and construction given its 
distance from the ROW? It is well within the 700’ corridor stated as the 
‘analysis study area’. 

12.. Hamlet Place is shown at approximately Noise and Vibration 
Monitoring Station M-12 and S-6 on Figure 4-27. Para 4.11.3 and Table 
4-29 state that based on analysis the 4”Noise Wall’ will provide 
adequate mitigation. Provide the MTA analysis which shows this is 
acceptable when applied to Hamlet Place which is 20’ from the ROW. 

13.. Describe how Hamlet Place will be impacted by train horns and 
other noise during operations when trains approach the Connecticut 
Avenue Station. 

14.. Describe the ‘short term construction impacts’ on Hamlet Place 
regarding noise which the EIS states in Section 4.12 will be ‘limited’. 
Address specific mitigations for Hamlet Place involving the hours of 
construction operations, the duration of the construction schedule at 
Hamlet Place, and db levels during construction. Address any nighttime 
construction plans since the EIS states that daylight construction 
activities will be conducted ‘whenever possible’. 

15.. Para 4.14 Water Resources 

Figure 4-28 Wetlands, waterways, and Flood Plains. This Figure 
shows the area around Hamlet Place impacted by WUS gb-3, gb-4 and 
Coquelin Run. What is in the design to direct surface water from the 
Purple Line during construction and operations away from Hamlet Place. 
What mitigations are planned along the Hamlet Place border and our 
adjacent townhouse groups? What are the plans to enhance the 
channel of Coquelin Run to accommodate this increased runoff? 
Describe the existing conditions and future impacts of the Purple Line on 
WUS gb-3 and gb-4, and any planned mitigations for this. Describe the 
impact of the lowered existing surface buffer along Hamlet Place on 
groundwater control, and proposed mitigations. 


16.. Hazardous Materials 
Regarding Table 4-38 Potential for Concern, Ranking Criteria, and 
number of sites within Study Area’, since it is unclear from Figure 4-29, 
where does Hamlet Place fall within the 573 sites listed showing areas of 
medium/high potential? Provide details of the analysis of this? If it was 
not studied for hamlet Place— why not? What is the mitigation 
proposed for Hamlet Place for hazardous material from the Purple Line? 


17.. Para 4.17 Utilities 
Describe all utilities in the area around Hamlet Place which would be 
impacted by Purple Line construction and operations and mitigations 
planned. 
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18.. Visual effects, page 4-162. Describe the visual impact on Hamlet 
Place of any of the 10 VAU’s investigated. Why is Hamlet Place not 
one of the three listed with High Visual impact give its proximity to the 
ROW (20 feet) ? 

19.. Table 4-53 identifies 4 single family residences and one 
apartment building which would experience vibration effects. Why is 
Hamlet Place (20 feet off the ROW) not on this list? what mitigations are 
being implemented which keep it off the list? 

20.. Paragraph 4-20 Commitments How is Hamlet Place addressed 
within these general commitments? . Specific examples are; 

Visual para 4.9: Page 4-169 states’ MTA will continue to coordinate 
and consult with affected communities regarding aesthetic treatments of 
the eneay effects’. How is Hamlet Place to be specifically included 
in this effort? 


Air Quality para 4.10 states‘MTA will require construction contractor to 
implement dust control measures ....... ’ How is Hamlet Place to be 
specifically included in this? 


Noise Para 4.11 states ‘Between Bethesda and Rock Creek Stream 
Valle Park a minimum 4’ noise retaining wall will be constructed adjacent 
to residential areas’. Justify that Hamlet Place should not have a 15 foot 
high wall (in lieu of the 4 foot minimum) along it's ROW with the Purple 
Line and extending a significant distance in either direction of it’s 
ROW.as a mitigation. 


Vibration para 4.12 states ‘MTA will perform site-specific (emphasis 
added) assessment of those areas in the FEIS as having potential 
vibratiokn impacts. MTA will develop appropriate mitigation strategies. 
MTA will Identify appropriate measures during construction.’ What 
mitigations are planned specifically for Hamlet Place in regards to these 
statements? 


Water Resources para 4.14 states ‘MTA will mitigate project impacts to 
WUS including wetlands .....’. What mitigations are planned for these 
areas near Hamlet Place as identified in other sections of the FEIS? 


Hazardous Materials para 4.16 What potential hazardous materials are 
possible for the area around Hamlet Place, and what are plans to 
mitigate these? 


21.. Overview of Construction Activities Chapter 5.0 
Where can the ‘Purple Line Construction Activities Technical Report’ 
be accessed by Hamlet Place ? 


Section 5.1 When will Hamlet Place have access to a construction 
schedule of any level of detail showing activities in it’s area in order that 
we can evaluate the continuing impact on our community over the 4 


years of construction? Table 5-1 is not adequate for this. 


Section 5.1 indicates that construction could take place 6 days per 
week and up to 15 hours per day for above ground work. This is 
unacceptable to Hamlet Place given our proximity to the ROW and could 
include lighting work areas.. Advise of when this is planned, and 
nitigations proposed including the impacts of daylight work during 
weekdays only. 


Describe the plans to use the Capital Crescent Trail as a haul route in 
the Hamlet Place area either to the east or to the west. 


Table 5-2 Elements of Construction Areas 1 thru 9 shows that 
Hamlet Place is in 


Construction Area 1 and it appears that our 540 feet of border 
would be 


approximately 5% of the total 2 miles of planned transitway and 
10% of the 


transitway east of Connecticut Avenue. Section 5.2.1 describes 
only general 


construction techniques planned for this area. Provide more detail 
including piles, 


cut and refill with structural soil, grading, tree removal, concrete 
work, drainage, 


lighting, noise control, etc. in order that we can evaluate impacts 
and mitigations on 


our community. When will this level of detail be available if not now 
? Figure 5.1 


distorts the location of Hamlet Place relative to the Purple Line 
W. 


Describe the new culvert at Coquelin Run. 


How will Hamlet Place be impacted by construction of minimum 4 
foot wall and 


higher ones ? 


How will the grading of the Purple Line in the Hamlet Place area be 
impacted by the 


Connecticut Avenue overpass (eg where will the track begin to 


elevate for this 


overpass)? 


5.3 Transportation Management Plan. How will Chevy Chase Lake 
Drive be 


impacted by Purple Line Construction ? 


5.4 Environmental Compliance Plan: When will this Plan and it’s 
updates be 


available to Hamlet Place to evaluate impacts and mitigations to 
our community ? 
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Beverly 

Abreu 
b.abreu@cgiar.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project, which would 
bring downtown Silver Spring and Bethesda together both economically 
and culturally. As an avid cyclist and devoted environmentalist, 
completing the Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring is inextricably linked to this endeavor. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless of the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


| support both the Purple Line and the CCT as a means of providing 
alternatives to the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west 
transportation in the region. Commuter bicycling is growing exponentially 
in the District, and it only makes sense that both the county and the state 
capitalize on this trend. 


Thank you. 
Beverly Abreu 


Beverly Abreu 
11101 Georgia Ave 
Wheaton, MD 20902 
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Cristina 

Price 
cprice@inhand.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Cristina Price 


30 W. Gude Dr., Suite 550 
Rockville, MD 20850 
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Teena 

Huang 
teenahuang@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Teena Huang 


2706 Cool Spring Road 
Adelphi, MD 20783 
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Cara 

Grant 
Cara_D_Grant@mcpsmd.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Cara Grant 


12112 Bluhill Rd. 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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Daniel 

Clark 

drclark1 8@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Daniel Clark 


4910 Cushing Drive 
Kensington, MD 20895 
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Frederic 

Smoak 
fsmoak@nert.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


Thank you. 
Frederic Smoak 


5409 Duvall Dr 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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Randy 

Kubetin 
rkubetin@bna.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project as well as my 
strong support for the accompanying work to complete the Capital 
Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. | am a bicycle 
commuter and weekend bicycle and transit traveler and would use both 
this portion of the trail as well as the Purple Line to move between my 
home in Takoma Park and the commercial districts of Silver Spring and 
Bethesda. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


| also strongly support the Purple Line as a means of providing 
alternatives to the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west 
transportation in the region, the completion of the CCT as a viable 
bicycling connection is critical. 


Thank you. 
Randy Kubetin 


7103 Poplar Ave. 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Timothy 

Finley 
tim.t.finley@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Timothy Finley 


5 Hilltop Rd 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Peter 

Mathers 
pmathers@pmathers.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Peter Mathers 


3213 Flushing Meadow Terrace 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Nancy 

Rhyne 
nrhyne@mgcapreit.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Nancy Rhyne 

10708 Kings Riding Way T-4 
Suite 230 

North Bethesda, MD 20852 
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Hanna 

Nilsson 
nilsson.hanna.m@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Hanna Nilsson 


4300 Woodberry St 
University Park, MD 20782 
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Scott 

Goldman 
sbgoldman@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Scott Goldman 


10426 Inwood Ave. 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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Bruce 

Lindsay 

bruce. lindsay@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Bruce Lindsay 

8710 Cameron Street 
Apartment 1219 

Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Robin 

Frei 
rdfrei@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Robin Frei 


826 Summer Walk Dr 
Gaithersburg, MD 20878 
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amy 
ross 
arross@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
amy ross 


4411 maple avenue 
bethesda, MD 20814 
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Rob 

Lever 
roblever@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Rob Lever 


4827 Wellington Dr 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Kurt 
Becker 
beckdog@gmail.com 


Dear MTA: In addition to agreeing to the text provided below by WABA, | 
thought I'd share that | have long supported the full length of the CCT. 
The section between Bethesda and Georgetown has become such a 
valuable resource, getting heavy use 14-16 hours a day by commuters 
in the early morning and evening and as a recreational trail during the 
rest of the day. I'm sure that once the Silver Spring to Bethesda section 
is paved and connected, it will see similar use. 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Kurt Becker 


3703 Tilden Street 
Brentwood, MD 20722 
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Rob 

Ryan-Silva 
rob@ryan-silva.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. | live in Wheaton and bike to work 
in Bethesda, so this is of special interest to me -- | use the trail to get to 
work five days a week, all year round. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Rob Ryan-Silva 


7600 Wisconsin Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Dee 

Wong 
deeywong@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Dee Wong 


21 Wilcox Ct 
Silver Spring, MD 20906 
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Walter 

Hillabrant 
whillabrant@ssinar.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Walter Hillabrant 


8609 Second Avenue Suite 506B 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Lili 

Liebstein 
liebstel@paho.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Lili Liebstein 


11413 Cushman Rd 
Rockville, MD 20852 
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Michelle 

Hayes 
m1chellewh@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Michelle Hayes 


1500 Crest Road 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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Elizabeth 

Hisle-Gorman 
hislegorman@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Elizabeth Hisle-Gorman 


7134 Carroll Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Nancy 

Convard 
Nconvard@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Nancy Convard 


9108 Quintana dr 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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P. 

Alipio 
alipiop@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
P. Alipio 


Old Georgetown Road 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Blake 

Ratner 
bdratner@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Blake Ratner 


11832 Hunting Ridge Court 
Potomac, MD 20854 
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Benjamin 

Casto 
bpcasto@smcm.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Benjamin Casto 


Benjamin Casto 
12605 Kembridge Dr 
Bowie, MD 20715 
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Ryan 

Lawson 
rcl8306@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Ryan Lawson 


25 Elmcroft Ct., Apt. 107 
Rockville, MD 20850 
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Lisa 

Pierson 
lisa.pierson@dc.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Lisa Pierson 


8101 Easttern Ave. Ap. 207 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Michele 

Sartori 
michele.sartori@hoganlovells.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Michele Sartori 


5623 Ogden Rd 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Carolyn 

Randolph 
cj.randolph2@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Carolyn Randolph 


8405 16th St #209 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Nakengi 

Byrd 
nakengi@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Nakengi Byrd 


1133 East West Hwy 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


kristin 

zimmer 
zcounseling@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| support the Purple Line project because | support the accompanying 
work on the Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Kristin Zimmer 
Elson St. 20783 


kristin zimmer 
1607 elson st 
adelphi, MD 20783 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #374 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Miles 

Padgett 
miles1903@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Miles Padgett 


6706 Wilson Lane 
bethesda, MD 20817 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #375 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Seth 

Pollack 
sethrpollack@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Seth Pollack 


702 Wilson Ave 
Rockville, MD 20850 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


gary 

silversmith 
gary.silversmith@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
gary silversmith 


6610 radnor rd. 
bethesda, MD 20817 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #377 DETAIL 





First Name : Greg 
Last Name : Lewis 
Email Address : lewisying@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear MTA: 


| write to express my opposition to the Purple Line project because it will 
destroy the Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


It is also too costly, especially since bus rapid transit is much more 
efficient and is likely to be deployed everywhere else in the county. 


The project is a transparent attempt to promote development, 
particularly in Prince George's County. It is not an appropriate use of 
scarce tax dollars for mass transit, which | otherwise support. 


Either deploy the bus rapid transit system along this route, or pursue 
extending the WMATA Metro Rail System. 


As for the proposal to delegate responsibility to the private sector to 
build and manage the Purple Line, one need only observe how well that 
hasn't worked for the Silver Spring Transit Center. 


JEEEEEE 
SVE} LS) LEI Le} LEP LS 


Thank you. 


Greg Lewis 
510 Pershing Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Marti 

Scheel 
mis4business@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Marti Scheel 


15J Laurel Hill Road 
Greenbelt, MD 20770 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jonathan 

Alexander 
jexander@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jonathan Alexander 


4213 Jefferson ST. 
Hyattsville, MD 20781 
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Email Address : 
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charlie 

richman 
crichman@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


We need the Purple line, and | support it fully. 


| also believe we need a complete, paved, grade-separated Capital 
Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. This is not a casual 
amenity to be traded off against other priorities -- it's a vital connection in 
our increasingly multi-modal community. 


his should be done regardless the details of the alignment and the 
ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the FEIS should more 
clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and necessary 
stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
charlie richman 


9515 Wadsworth drive 
bethesda, MD 20817 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #381 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Keith 

Sargent 

ksargent2@yahoo.com 

Dear MTA: 

| support the Purple Line, if the Capital Crescent Trail will be completed 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. The Purple Line will provide an 


alternative to single occupancy vehicles, but completion of the CCT will 
provide an additional alternative for commuters. 


| hope MTA will be able to work with MCDOT to ensure the trail is built 
as promised. 


Sincerely, 
Keith Sargent 
Keith Sargent 


11520 Joseph Mill Road 
Silver Spring, MD 20906 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #382 DETAIL 





First Name : keith 

Last Name : sargent 

Email Address : ksargent2@yahoo.com 

Submission Content/Notes : Dear MTA: 
If the Capital Crescent Trail will be completed between Bethesda and 

Silver Spring, then | will support the Purple Line. It will provide an 
alternative to single occupancy vehicles, but completion of the CCT will 
: provide an additional alternative for commuters. 


| hope MTA will be able to work with MCDOT to ensure the trail is built 
as promised. 


Sincerely, 


Keith Sargent 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #383 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


James 

McNeely 
james_m1@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. | ride the Capital Crescent 
regularly and while | am not adamantly opposed to riding on gravel or 
occasionally mixing with car traffic, I'm a very experienced cyclist - and 
even then it's not optimum given the damage mud and gravel causes to 
bikes and the dangers posed by the heavy vehicular traffic in the D.C. 
area. If we are to encourage the growth of the CCT as a bicycle and 
pedestrian artery, and if it is to continue to take a significant number of 
cars off the road and to reduce the strain on our roads and public transit 
infrastructure, this trail has to be made inviting and safe for people. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | strongly support the Purple Line as a means of providing 
alternatives to the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west 
transportation in the region, the population density and the Metro D.C. 
area requires that *all* of our transportation options be strong, and 
capable of supporting continued growth. Just as the Purple Line should 
ease the traffic strain on the northern Beltway and the surrounding 
surface streets, a safe Capital Crescent extension will ease the strain on 
those roads as well as on the Metro. The completion of the CCT as a 
viable bicycling connection is critical. 


Thank you. 
James McNeely 
James McNeely 


1640 Angus Court 
Crofton, MD 21114 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #384 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Lizzie 

Johnson 
lizzie.m.johnson@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| live in Silver Spring and use the Capital Crescent Trail to bike commute 
to northwest DC for my job because it is the only route | feel safe on 
across the Rock Creek Park area. My alternatives are East-West 
Highway and Military Road, both of which are high-speed, high-traffic car 
routes. It would be so helpful if the trail reached Downtown Silver Spring 
as the current marked route is exposed to heavy car traffic. The first 
section of the trail on Second St actually tells cyclists to use the 
sidewalk, which is ridiculous considering that so many pedestrians are 
on it during rush hour, and because bikes belong on the streets! 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Lizzie Johnson 


614 Sligo Ave #411 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Preston 

Nicole 
npreston@diabetes.org 
Dear MTA: 


Please complete the Capital Crescent Trail. It's such a benefit for so 
many people--| love taking my kids there for a long, safe bike ride. | 
don't want to have to go to Virgina--please give us great facilities here in 
Maryland! 


| support for the Purple Line project because | support the 
accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you! 
Nicole Preston 


Preston Nicole 
2907 Matapeake Drive 
Upper Marlboro, MD 20774 
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First Name : 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Allan 

Starr 
althewoodworker@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Allan Starr 


14206 Parkvale Rd 
Rockville, MD 20853 
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First Name : 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Alan 

Huguley 
Huguleyaj@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Alan Huguley 


3705 woodridge ave 
Silver spring, MD 20902 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Laura 

Brewer 
laurabrew@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Laura Brewer 


4905 Iroquois St. 
College Park, MD 20740 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


Raul 

Quiros 
rsquiros1@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Raul Quiros 


7 SUNRISE CT 
ROCKVILLE, MD 20854 
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Brandon 

Roberts 
brandon0386.roberts@libertymutual.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Brandon Roberts 


13110 Briarcliff Ter. #601 
Germantown, MD 20874 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jeannine 

Anderson 
janderson@publicpower.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jeannine Anderson 


6915 Prince Georges Ave. 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Alan 

Lloyd 
alloyd@gwu.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Alan Lloyd 


3903 Jeffry Street 
Silver Spring, MD 20906 
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First Name : 
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Nik 

Sushka 
niksushka@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Nik Sushka 


8215 Schrider St Apt#1 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Rob 

Fredley 
rfredley@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Rob Fredley 


5217 Belvoir Drive 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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Daniel 

Peck 
dpeck@peckstudios.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project and the 
accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. This means less cars on the road! 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Daniel Peck 


719 Chesapeake Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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First Name : 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


David 

Eisner 
deisner@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
David Eisner 


4308 Sheridan ST 
University Park, MD 20782 
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First Name : 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Adam 

Wegner 
adam.wegner@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Adam Wegner 


7530 Hampden Lane 
Bethesda, MD 20814 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #399 DETAIL 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Miti 

The Chevy Chase Land Company 
mtf@cclandco.com 

Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Miti The Chevy Chase Land Company 


8401 Connecticut Avenue 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Jonathan 

Foley 
jonathan.foley@opm.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jonathan Foley 


8816 Marywood Ave. 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Diarmaid 

McGleenan 
dmcgleenan@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Diarmaid McGleenan 


7908 Chelton Rd 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Philip 

Amoruso 
phildamor@comcast.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Philip Amoruso 


7521 Ardon Rd 
Cabin John, MD 20818 
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John D. 

Crissey Ill 
jcrissey@niaid.nih.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
John D Crissey Ill 


8208 Lilly Stone Drive 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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Paris 

Wilson 
parryshana@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


As a daily bike commuter, who lives in Silver Spring and works 
downtown, | rely on the Crescent Trail daily and completing the Crescent 
Trail would ease my commute and facilitate others joining me in 
decreasing pollution and congestion on our roads during rush hour. 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
critical. 


Thank you. 
Paris Wilson 


11716 Lytle St. 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 
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Thomas 

Whitling 

tjamwhit1 @aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Thomas Whitling 


9311 Player Drive 
Laurel, MD 20708 
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Dana 
Wise 
danajwise@yahoo.com 


| am a daily bike commuter from downtown Silver Spring, and | 
frequently use the Capital Crescent Trail. 


| support the Purple Line project and | support the accompanying work 
to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. 


| urge you to complete the Capital Crescent as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. 


The FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


| support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to the use 
of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the region. 


Thank you. 
Dana Wise 


314 Dale Dr 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Calman 

Prussin 
calmanp@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Calman Prussin, M.D. 
11608 Danville Drive 
Rockville, MD 

20852 


Calman Prussin 
11608 Danville Drive 
Rockville, MD 20852 
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rudy 

hewitt 
rudie84@comcast.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
rudy hewitt 


3503 edwin stree. 
wheaton, MD 20902 
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alex 

burgess 
xander593@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
alex burgess 


8200 wisconsin ave 
bethesda, MD 20814 
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Denise 

Rivoal 
denise_rivoal@fanniemae.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Denise Rivoal 

9516 Biltmore Drive 

4250 Connecticut Avenue, NW 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 
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Dan 

Somma 
dannysoms@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you, Dan Somma, Silver Spring, MD 20902 
Dan Somma 


2617 Parker Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #413 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Scott 

Camillo 
sccamillo@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Scott Camillo 


2246 Washington Ave # 203 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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David 

Scott 
scottd43@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
David Scott 


5902 Bradley Blvd 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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alex 

burgess 
xander593@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
alex burgess 


8200 wisconsin ave 
bethesda, MD 20814 
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Pam 

Blumenthal 
pdblumenthal@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| do not support the Purple Line project. However, | do support the 
completion of the Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as a paved, grade-separated, safe 
connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown Silver Spring. 
This should be done regardless the details of the alignment and the 
ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the FEIS should more 
clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and necessary 
stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


| do not believe the Purple Line as currently placed will be useful as an 
alternative to the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west 
transportation in the region. My few neighbors who support the Purple 
Line tell me they wouldn't use it - but hope others will. The proposed 
pricing scheme makes it too expensive for people who would most want 
to use it. Furthermore, any transportation line feeding E/W into the 
Bethesda area should be along Jones Bridge Road, near NIH and the 
Medical Center where a huge influx of traffic has made driving in the 
area impossible at times. It should not be located at the current 
Bethesda metro stop. 


Despite my opposition to the Purple Line, the completion of the CCT as 
a viable bicycling connection is critical. 


Thank you. 
Pam Blumenthal 


7920 Lynbrook Drive 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Emily 

Ades 
emily.ades@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless of the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Emily Ades 


1107 Falls Hill Dr 
Baltimore, MD 21211 
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David 

Fouse 
david.fouse@apha.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
David Fouse 


9419 Wire Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 
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Adam 

Rice 
arice@si.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Adam Rice 


3913 Baltimore St. 
Kensington, MD 20895 
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James 

Franks 
james.franks@med.navy.mil 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
James Franks 


1612 Tanyard Hill Road 
Gaithersburg, MD 20879 
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chris 

madison 
chrismadison51@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| support for the Purple Line project because | support the 
accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
critical to another constituency and interest: the non-automobile 
constituency. 


Thank you. 
chris madison 


7057 Carroll Avenue 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Stephanie 

Littles 
slitttes@gwu.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Stephanie Littles 


3336 27th Ave 
Temple Hills, MD 20748 
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Dan 

Owen 
dowen@worldbank.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Dan Owen 


5613 NAMAKAGAN ROAD 
Bethesda, MD 20816 
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Lisa 

Smith 
Ismith1961@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Lisa Smith 


176 Glyndon Trace 
Reisterstown, MD 21136 
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Patrick 

Cleary 
pscleary@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Patrick Cleary 


5503 Northfield Rd 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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Jenny 

Ruark 
jenniferruark@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jenny Ruark 


7109 Central Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Phyllis 

Ryder 
phyllisryder@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Phyllis Ryder 


1211 Elson Place 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Riley 

Casey 
ercasey@espsound.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write as _a business owner located within 100 yards of the Capital 
Crescent Trail_ to express my support for the Purple Line project 
because | support the accompanying work to complete the Capital 
Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
critical. 


Thank you. 
Riley Casey 


2311 Kansas Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Véronique 

Marier 
Veromarier@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Véronique Marier 


8404 bradmoor drive 
Behesda, MD 20817 
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Daniel 

Rothberg 
danrothberg1@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Daniel Rothberg 


7222 Minter Place 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #431 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jill 

Clements 
jrclements1@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jill Clements 


6914 Oakridge Rd 
University Park, MD 20782 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #432 DETAIL 





First Name : 
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Allison 

Wittrock 
adwittrock@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Allison Wittrock 


8313 Garland Ave #1 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Ben 

Sander 
mightytennistwig@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Ben Sander 


4411 39th St 
Brentwood, MD 20722 
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Rae 

Amsellem 
oljag@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Rae Amsellem 

P.O. Box 59065 
apt.1128 

Potomac, MD 20859 
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John 

Wannen 
john@wannen.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


John Wannen 

2425 L Street NW 
#203 

Washington, DC 20037 
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Heidi 

Nielsen 
h_gruner@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Heidi Nielsen 


9320 W. Parkhill Drive 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Katie 

Lupo 
Lupokj@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Katie Lupo 


6919 Strathmore Street 
Bethesda, MD 20815 
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Mark 

Wannen 
mark@wannen.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 


Mark Wannen 

907 Brick Manor Cir 
1666 K street, nw 

Silver Spring, MD 20905 
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Matt 

Forsbacka 
mattforsbacka@mac.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Matt Forsbacka 


9315 Wire Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 
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Eric 

Bubar 
ebubar@marymount.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Eric Bubar 


8415 Flower Avenue # 1 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Chris 

Campbell 
ccampb4@mac.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Chris Campbell 


7305 Holly Avenue 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Laszlo 

Windhoffer 
laszlowindhoffer@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Laszlo Windhoffer 


11004 Wickshire way 
north bethesda, MD 20852 
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Victoria 

Seng 
vmseng@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you, 
Victoria Seng 


Victoria Seng 
5480 Wisconsin Ave Apt 402 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Aileen 

Kroll 
aileenterryO1@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Aileen Kroll 


410 Ridge Road, #9 
Greenbelt, MD 20770 
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Adam 
Wenner 
wenner.adam9@gmail.com 


The FEIS is legally deficient in several ways. First, as a legal matter, 
an EIS is required to consider all of the effects of the proposed actions 
that would not occur "but for" the action occuring. This means, with 
respect to the Purple Line, that where development permits for the 
massive 

construction at the Chevy Chase Lake area are expressly conditioned on 
the 

Purple line being developed, that all of the impact of that monstrous 
commercial development must be considered in the EIS. This is not 
only the 

law but common sense -- if the State of Maryland is going to take an 
action 

that is going to produce specific results that would not occur otherwise, 
then the public policy consideration is "should we do this or not, since 
these are the effects that the action will create.” 


Next, the FEIS fails to consider the absolutely unique qualities of the 
Crescent Trail east of Wisconsin Avenue. | am a native Washingtonian, 
raised in Chevy Chase, attended Bethesda-Chevy Chase High School, 
and grew 

up with the trail when it was a railroad and now a trail. There is nowhere 
in the area where walkers, hikers, joggers and bikers can obtain the 
peacefulness and quiet, in nature, that is provided by this portion of the 
Crescent Trail. The trees form a canopy so even on the hottest summer 
days 

itis a garden of green. Unlike Rock Creek, which has a road through it, 
you can actually escape from the internal combustion engine and its 
exhaust 

on this magical path. | use it about every other day -- walking or 

biking. And each day | cringe at the thought of its loss. 


So as a matter of public policy the Purple Line must be re-routed -- take 


a 

lane on Jones Bridge Road and hook into Medical Center stop. Second, 
asa 

legal matter the FEIS is deficient and will not stand up on appeal. Third, 
| happen to work in finance, and specifically in public / private 
partnerships -- and let me assure you that no one will fund a project with 
an invalid FEIS. And we will make sure that potential investors 
understand 

the risks of failure that they or anyone else who invests in the project 
will take on. 


Adam Wenner 
7707 Wisconsin Ave. No. 708 
Bethesda MD 20814 


202-236-6424 
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Shane 

Farthing 
shane.farthing@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Shane Farthing 


146 U Street, NE 
Washington, DC 20002 
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Last Name : Brenner 
Email Address : s3pbrenner@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : To whom it may concern: 


The reason for contacting you is to convey my feelings about the 
proposed plans to convert the trail into a purple line railway. 

Living in an industrialized nation we are exposed to much noise which is 
often insidious. | am sure most of us have gotten in the car in the 
morning and wondered who turned up the radio overnight. The answer 
is that "no one did". After a long day of under appreciated noise 
exposure, we turn the radio to a comfortable listening level on our 
commute home. The next morning, after our ears have had a quiet night 
to recover, the radio will seem much louder. Noise is a constant 
pollutant in our society. 

We live in a society of noise. It has been proposed by some scientist 
that progressive hearing loss with age is attributable to the industrialized 
nation of noise we live in and not related to old age. Studies of primitive 
societies with no industrial noise exposures do not have hearing loss in 
their elderly. Noise is all around us and at times inescapable, especially 
for the more urban dwelling populations. The city parks and trails 
represent an oasis free from the pollutant of industrial noise and provide 
so much health benefit to the surrounding population. 

The parks and trails in our city represent such a vital asset. The Capital 
Crescent Trail plays such an important role in my life and the life of my 
family. | will try to share some of the wonderful experiences | have had 
on the trail and will also stress that a rail line in place of the trail would 
be acomplete and utter travesty. 

When | first discovered the trail in the back of our neighborhood, | had 
no idea what a treasure | had stumbled across. After exploring the trail 
on a couple of excursions, | planned a few family bike trips on the trail. 
These family bike trips turned into a weekend tradition and the entire 
family (5 kids) would head out every Sunday morning on a bike trip. As 
long as the weather does not get too cold, we continue these bike trips. 
The trail also serves as an important route when going to summer swim 
practices. | would often ride with my older children to drop them off at 
the Bethesda pool. We have had many dusk trips back to the house 
after swim practice, and often we would see wildlife on or around the trail 
(deer, raccoons, turtles, skunk). | try to go on long runs on the 
weekends and will take my younger children in a jogger. They have 
learned to navigate trail based on which bridges or tunnels we are going 
over or through as well as which playgrounds we will be stopping by. 

In addition to the many family outings on the trail, | have also used it as 
a nature trail with my kids as well. Even my 3 year old can pick out 
bamboo where it grow along the trail. | taught my older children how to 
identify poison ivy which grows in some areas just off the trail. When we 
do get some snow, we have walked as a family in the snow on the trail 
and find it so serene and peaceful. 

When thinking about the idea of a railway in place of the Crescent Trail, | 
realize that all of the above memories and countless more memories 
would have never happened. Clearing all of the trees and placing a 
noisy and busy railway next to a pedestrian/bike path is not the same. It 
would be the equivalent of running an interstate through Central Park in 
New York. There would still be a park there, but the serenity of the park 
would be completely shattered. 

| am sympathetic when it comes to addressing the constant problems of 
congestion, traffic, and public transportation. However, | am strongly 
against sacrificing our parks as part of a solution to the above problems. 
Thank you for providing this venue to voice concerns over the proposed 
purple line. | would be happy to discuss further with any concerned 
parties. 

Sincerely, 

Pryor Brenner 
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First Name : Leonard 
Last Name : Dack 
Email Address : Lidack@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : For the record, | have been a resident of Montgomery County for over 30 
years. |am strongly opposed to the Purple Line due to the negative 
impact on the quality of life in this area, it's detrimental effect on the 
environment and the huge and ridiculous cost. 


My friends and | are frequent users of the Cresent Trail and do not want 
to see it ruined in any way. We also believe that downtown Bethesda, 
which is already getting too crowded, will lose its special charm. 


| can assure you that most of my friends and the families | know oppose 
the Purple Line. 


Please do the right thing and stop this wasteful and unnecessary use of 
resources. 


Leonard Dack 


Sent from my iPad 
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First Name : Leonard 
Last Name : Dack 
Email Address : Lidack@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : For the record, | have been a resident of Montgomery County for 30 
years. |am strongly opposed to the Purple Line due to the impact on the 
environment and the Crescent Trail. My friends and | are frequent users 
of the trail and don't want to see it 
Sent from my iPad 
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Business/Agency/Associati Hamlet Place Cooperative 
on Name : 


Email Address : djshermansk@hotmail.com 





Submission Content/Notes : Purple Line FEIS Comments 


Maryland Transportation Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


To Whom It May Concern: 


Please accept the attached comments on the FEIS from the Hamlet 
Place Cooperative in accordance with your website on this subject. 
Hamlet Place Owners, Inc (‘Hamlet Place’) . is a community of 75 
townhomes located in Chevy Chase, whose future existence is 
intrinsically linked to successful mitigation of our issues with your Purple 
Line project. We have participated in local meetings on this project in 
the past, but they have been of a regional nature and generally involved 
i's future and the relationship to the Chevy Chase Sector Plan. This 
FEIS is the first opportunity we have to readily see the full impact of the 
project on our community and comment on it. 


After reviewing the FEIS we believe we are as impacted — if not more 
so- from a lifestyle and economic standpoint than any other community 
in its path. Hamlet Place is comprised of real taxpaying citizens of 
Maryland whom this FEIS is legally obligated to protect. Hamlet Place 
Cooperative (‘Hamlet Place’) has virtually all of its 75 townhomes within 
500 ‘of the Proposed ROW, and , 50 within 300 feet. We have 30 
townhomes within a distance of as little as 20 feet to 150 feet of the 
ROW. Yet, given this situation, our review of the FEIS finds- incredibly- 
that there is no mention of the Hamlet Place Cooperative in the entire 
document. We therefore reviewed the FEIS and commented on its 
general information and data relative to it’s perceived impact on us. 
Enel we addressed potential mitgations for these impacts as we saw 
it. 


We have addressed all Sections of the FEIS in this manner, and 
especially point out the ‘Commitments’ Paragraph (4.20) and it’s 
statement’ to coordinate and consult with affected communities’ as our 
opportunity to mitigate our impacts from this point forward. Our goal is 
to have a situation where we do not know the Purple Line exists either 
during construction or operation. 


Sincerely, 


David Sherman, President 
Hamlet Place Owners, Inc. 
3583 Hamlet Place 

Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
301 652-8630 


djshermansk@hotmail.com 


Purple Line FEIS Comments 


Hamlet Place Owners, Inc., 3573 Hamlet Place, Chevy Chase, MD 
20815 


October 15, 2013 


1.. Section 4.0, ‘Environmental Resources , Impacts and Mitigation’, 
Para 4.1 “Overview” states that for some impacts the study area 
extends a specified distance from the centerline (eg: 500’). Hamlet 
Place Cooperative (‘Hamlet Place’) has virtually all of its 75 townhomes 
within 500 ‘of the ROW, 50 within 300’ and 30 extending from within as 
little as 20’ to 150’ of the ROW. Why is Hamlet Place Coop not a ‘Study 
Area’ given the impacts which are virtually assured and many other 
areas farther away — and not impacting actual homeowners - are 
included? How can Hamlet Place become a ‘Study Area’? 

2.. Para 4-9 Visual Impacts states the MTA will ‘continue to consult with 
affected 
communities regarding aesthetic treatments of transitway elements’. 
Hamlet Place Coop has never been approached. How can this be 
remedied? 


3.. Table 4-3 How does the ‘Purple Line Functional Plan’ address 
specific issues along the route ? 

4.. Fig 4-2 Defines 16 neighborhoods as ‘Study Areas’. Why is Hamlet 
Place Coop not included? 

5.. Figure 4-3 Why is the open space east of Hamlet Place Coop not 
addressed ? 

6.. Para 4.9 Visual Resources Why is Hamlet Place not designated as 
having ‘High Visual effect’ given the definition of extensive change due 
to the distance from the centerline? 

7.. VAU 1 description and Table 4-22 address visual impacts and state 
that much of the existing vegetation and tree canopy would be removed, 
and the existing embankment lowered. A 4’ high retaining wall as 
indicated is not considered adequate mitigation along the 540’ common 
border of Hamlet Place and the ROW including adjacent properties 
given the distance of the townhomes from the ROW. A minimum 15’ 
high wall and additional tree and vegetation plantings along the common 
border are required to mitigate the visual impact. Given the height of the 
trains and the nighttime operation, train riders can easily see into Hamlet 
Place living room and bedroom windows. Describe the effect the visual 
impact of a 10’ or 15’ wall on the overhead wiring of the trains or the 
impact of Purple Line lighting on Hamlet Place. What is the track grade 
above Hamlet Place ROW? 

8.. Figure 4-18 depicting the completed Capital Crescent Trail grossly 
distorts the distance impacts experienced by Hamlet Place. 

9.. Page 4-90 addresses collaboration with the Town of Chevy Chase 
on visual, noise and other effects. Hamlet Place Cooperative requests 
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equal collaboration given it is more impacted than the Town of Chevy 
Chase. Identify a method for the MTA to coordinate with Hamlet Place 
on impacts and mitigations. 

10.. Para 4.10 Air Quality 4.10.1 How is Hamlet Place adequately 
addressed regarding the NAAQS in the Purple Line Design and 
construction given its distance from the ROW? 

11.. Para 4.11 How is Hamlet Place adequately addressed regarding 
noise abatement in the Purple Line Design and construction given its 
distance from the ROW? It is well within the 700’ corridor stated as the 
‘analysis study area’. 

12.. Hamlet Place is shown at approximately Noise and Vibration 
Monitoring Station M-12 and S-6 on Figure 4-27. Para 4.11.3 and Table 
4-29 state that based on analysis the 4’Noise Wall’ will provide 
adequate mitigation. Provide the MTA analysis which shows this is 
acceptable when applied to Hamlet Place which is 20’ from the ROW. 

13.. Describe how Hamlet Place will be impacted by train horns and 
other noise during operations when trains approach the Connecticut 
Avenue Station. 

14.. Describe the ‘short term construction impacts’ on Hamlet Place 
regarding noise which the EIS states in Section 4.12 will be ‘limited’. 
Address specific mitigations for Hamlet Place involving the hours of 
construction operations, the duration of the construction schedule at 
Hamlet Place, and db levels during construction. Address any nighttime 
construction plans since the EIS states that daylight construction 
activities will be conducted ‘whenever possible’. 

15.. Para 4.14 Water Resources 
Figure 4-28 Wetlands, waterways, and Flood Plains. This Figure shows 
the area around Hamlet Place impacted by WUS gb-3, gb-4 and 
Coquelin Run. What is in the design to direct surface water from the 
Purple Line during construction and operations away from Hamlet Place. 
What mitigations are planned along the Hamlet Place border and our 
adjacent townhouse groups? What are the plans to enhance the 
channel of Coquelin Run to accommodate this increased runoff? 
Describe the existing conditions and future impacts of the Purple Line on 
WUS gb-3 and gb-4, and any planned mitigations for this. Describe the 
impact of the lowered existing surface buffer along Hamlet Place on 
groundwater control, and proposed mitigations. 


16.. Hazardous Materials 
Regarding Table 4-38 Potential for Concern, Ranking Criteria, and 
number of sites within Study Area’, since it is unclear from Figure 4-29, 
where does Hamlet Place fall within the 573 sites listed showing areas of 
medium/high potential? Provide details of the analysis of this? If it was 
not studied for hamlet Place— why not? What is the mitigation 
proposed for Hamlet Place for hazardous material from the Purple Line? 


17.. Para 4.17 Utilities 
Describe all utilities in the area around Hamlet Place which would be 
impacted by Purple Line construction and operations and mitigations 
planned. 


18.. Visual effects, page 4-162. Describe the visual impact on Hamlet 
Place of any of the 10 VAU’s investigated. Why is Hamlet Place not 
one of the three listed with High Visual impact give its proximity to the 
ROW (20 feet) ? 

19.. Table 4-53 identifies 4 single family residences and one apartment 
building which would experience vibration effects. Why is Hamlet Place 
(20 feet off the ROW) not on this list? what mitigations are being 
implemented which keep it off the list? 

20.. Paragraph 4-20 Commitments How is Hamlet Place addressed 
within these general commitments? . Specific examples are; 

Visual para 4.9: Page 4-169 states‘ MTA will continue to coordinate and 
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consult with affected communities regarding aesthetic treatments of the 


transitway effects’. How is Hamlet Place to be specifically included in 
this effort? 


Air Quality para 4.10 states‘MTA will require construction contractor to 
implement dust control measures ....... ’ How is Hamlet Place to be 
specifically included in this? 


Noise Para 4.11 states ‘Between Bethesda and Rock Creek Stream 
Valle Park a minimum 4’ noise retaining wall will be constructed adjacent 
to residential areas’. Justify that Hamlet Place should not have a 15 foot 
high wall (in lieu of the 4 foot minimum) along it's ROW with the Purple 
Line and extending a significant distance in either direction of it’s 
ROW.as a mitigation. 


Vibration para 4.12 states ‘MTA will perform site-specific (emphasis 
added) assessment of those areas in the FEIS as having potential 
vibratiokn impacts. MTA will develop appropriate mitigation strategies. 
MTA will Identify appropriate measures during construction.’ What 


mitigations are planned specifically for Hamlet Place in regards to these 
statements? 


Water Resources para 4.14 states ‘MTA will mitigate project impacts to 
WUS including wetlands ..... ’, What mitigations are planned for these 
areas near Hamlet Place as identified in other sections of the FEIS? 


Hazardous Materials para 4.16 What potential hazardous materials are 
possible for the area around Hamlet Place, and what are plans to 
mitigate these? 


21.. Overview of Construction Activities Chapter 5.0 


Where can the ‘Purple Line Construction Activities Technical Report’ be 
accessed by Hamlet Place ? 


Section 5.1 When will Hamlet Place have access to a construction 
schedule of any level of detail showing activities in it’s area in order that 
we can evaluate the continuing impact on our community over the 4 1% 
years of construction? Table 5-1 is not adequate for this. 


Section 5.1 indicates that construction could take place 6 days per week 
and up to 15 hours per day for above ground work. This is unacceptable 
to Hamlet Place given our proximity to the ROW and could include 
lighting work areas.. Advise of when this is planned, and nitigations 
proposed including the impacts of daylight work during weekdays only. 


Describe the plans to use the Capital Crescent Trail as a haul route in 
the Hamlet Place area either to the east or to the west. 


Table 5-2 Elements of Construction Areas 1 thru 9 shows that 
Hamlet Place is in 


Construction Area 1 and it appears that our 540 feet of border would 
be 


approximately 5% of the total 2 miles of planned transitway and 
10% of the 


transitway east of Connecticut Avenue. Section 5.2.1 describes 
only general 


construction techniques planned for this area. Provide more detail 
including piles, 


cut and refill with structural soil, grading, tree removal, concrete 
work, drainage, 


lighting, noise control, etc. in order that we can evaluate impacts 
and mitigations on 


our community. When will this level of detail be available if not now 
? Figure 5.1 


distorts the location of Hamlet Place relative to the Purple Line 
ROW. 


Describe the new culvert at Coquelin Run. 


How will Hamlet Place be impacted by construction of minimum 4 
foot wall and 


higher ones ? 


How will the grading of the Purple Line in the Hamlet Place area be 
impacted by the 


Connecticut Avenue overpass (eg where will the track begin to 
elevate for this 


overpass)? 


5.3 Transportation Management Plan. How will Chevy Chase Lake 
Drive be 


impacted by Purple Line Construction ? 


5.4 Environmental Compliance Plan: When will this Plan and it’s 


updates be 


available to Hamlet Place to evaluate impacts and mitigations to our 
community ? 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #454 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


E.11 


chery! 
coughlin 
cswcoughlin@hotmail.com 


| just wanted to comment on the destruction of the Crescent trail that is 
under consideration for reconstruction due to the metro line construction. 


As an avid bicyclist, it has been a well used trail for long distance 
conditioning in preparation for a century or metric ride. 


The shading of the trail as well as the formation of the terrain make this 
a desirable path for cyclists. It is critical to have a low noise level as the 
warnings of other cyclists passing can be heard. 


| hope that these factors will be taken into consideration when the final 
plans of the metro line are in place. 


Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. 


Cheryl H. Coughlin,OTD,OTR/L 


Sent from Windows Mail 
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Allen 
Brinker 
alsobrinker@gmail.com 


| am writing to oppose destruction of the Georgetown Branch section of 

the Capital 

Crescent trail that runs (east to west) from Jones Mill Road, through the 

Coos Country Club, and into Bethesda by construction of Purple 
ine as 

currently proposed. Instead, | support re-directing the Purple line to run 

directly under Jones Bridge Road from the Lyttonsville area with 

termination into either Medical Center Metro or Bethesda via Woodmont 

avenue 


The Georgetown Branch section of the Capital Crescent trail is a 
remarkable 

resource for our community and should be preserved. It would be 
impossible 

for it to remain an oasis of peace in an urban setting with a train track 
and trains running along it. It is an unspoiled gift to us and one we 
should pass onto our children. A train track placed on top of it would be 
a huge loss — compounded by the fact that there is an alternative and 
better route. | offer the following alternative route. 


As the Purple line turns to the west out of Lyttonsville, it should go 
underground and follow Jones Bridge Road at/near Jones Mill Road. It 


is 
probable that the Purple Line would need to use the Georgetown Branch 
trail 

and trestle bridge to span the valley created by Rock Creek. | could live 
with this limited disruption of the trail as long as the train line went 
underground in the park to the southeast of Susanna Lane and followed 
beneath Jones Bridge Road westward thereafter. As the train line 
approaches Wisconsin / Rockville Pike, there are 2 potential points of 
terminus, either hard-linked into Metro stations or just near them. Both 
would be under ground. The cheaper option would be a short northern 
spur 

to meet with the Medical Center station on the west side of 355. The 
second option would be to direct the train line south under Woodmont 
Ave to 

a point near Bethesda Metro. 


Allen Brinker 
12018 Whippoorwill Ln 
Rockville, MD 20852 
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Last Name : Gmail 

Email Address : szczmail@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : Hello, 
The Capital Crescent Trail is an unusual resource for the entire 

community that should be protected from this development. The 

disruption, noise and safety issues from this development are serious 
deficiencies that pale in comparison to the loss of a gentle, graceful strip 
of green in an otherwise cluttered urban world. 


John Szczygiel 
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First Name : Ken 
Last Name : Pavelle 
Email Address : kpavelle@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | use the capital crescent trail often for running. | am unhappy with the 

adverse impact to the local ecology. Furthermore, | do not feel the plan 

adequately balance WMATA and public use. For example, the noise 
from the trains may be dangerously loud, and will almost certainly be 
loud enough to hamper other warning sounds such as the bell ona 
passing bicycle. This is a high use area and | urge that you re-examine 
the public needs for this space to ensure they will not be impinged. 
Best regards,Ken PavelleGaithersburg, MD 
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Elizabeth 
Mumford 
eam222@verizon.net 


| believe that the trees deserve more than we give them. As someone 
who enjoys the trail and has grown up spending time on it, | think this 
would be rude and unfair to the people who enjoy and use the trail every 
on aes contribute to the ecosystem, and in the world we live in, 

whic 

spout new carbon- dioxide spitting cities all the time, trees are incredibly 
le There are a great number of humans who would benefit from 
the 

purple line. But what about the rapid bus transit system? Yes, that does 
use 

gas, but a large number of electric and hybrid cars have been released 
recently, and I'm sure the care companies would love to work with you to 
make a bus (take a look at Tesla, those people know what they're talking 
about). Fact: it takes more energy to stop a train, and to get it going 
again than the average bus (gas, not electric or hybrid). Think how much 
energy you could save. Now, I'm not a wildlife protector or whatever, but 
animals play an important part of everybody's life. Probably plenty of you 
have pets, and those pets are adorable, friendly and great. We may not 
consider squirrels and birds pets, but trust me, in the mind of any child or 
any broad-minded person, they are pretty adorable, friendly and great. 


maybe not so friendly, but they still cause trees to grow (starting that 
photosynthesis process over again!), pollinating plants, and bringing 
some 

natural sounds into the commercial and industrial noises of the rapidly 
growing cities. | think everyone would benefit from more nature. Yes, the 
trail will survive, but for how long? With a pretty repulsive looking train 
ae fast going trains going by every so often, fewer and fewer 
people 

would come to the trail, eventually resulting in it being developed into 
one 

of those buildings you just can't seem to get out of the shadow of. 
Anyway, 

| believe that there are alternative ways to produce a rapid transit system 
that would help people who are unable to get places on their own, and 
still 

benefit those of us who love nature, and like to enjoy what little pieces of 
it we have left today. Just think of what George Washington would say, 
seeing the places that he loved best when they were fields and forests 
being 

turned into an urban place with no natural escapes. 


THINK DIFFERENT 

Hilda Gitchell 

4301 Stanford ST 

Chevy Chase, MD 20815-5209 
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sdturow@yahoo.com 


| am very concerned about the effect that rail lines will have on the 
Capital Crescent Trail. | think that the Trail is an essential facet of life in 
Montgomery County, and its diminution would aversely impact me, my 
family, and my community in such areas as health, safety, access to 
green space, loss of biodiversity. 


For more than 20 years, the Capital Crescent Trail has been enjoyed by 
millions as a place to walk, bike, and run underneath the shade of 
hundreds of trees - a fact not adequately weighed in the FEIS. 


Also, the FEIS' noise analysis fails to let trail users - walking, running 
and biking just feet away from over 200 daily trains - that trains are 87db 
from 50 feet, while trail users will be closer than 20 feet. 


Please make greater efforts to protect the Trail. 


Sincerely, 


Steve Turow 


Sent from Windows Mail 
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First Name : Seircha 
Last Name : Clarke 
Email Address : seircha@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : This trail is a national treasure. Please preserve its natural beauty and 
serenity. | would urge those who wish to encroach upon it, to take the 
time to walk or bike it. Now more than ever, we need to protect these 
spaces of peace and natural beauty. Our quality of life is at stake. 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


marciml@aol.com 


| am writing to comment that the environmental impact of bringing a 
noisy train through a quiet neighborhood will destroy a peaceful oasis -- 
the Capital Crescent Trail -- the only accessible "green space" available 
in Chevy Chase and Silver Spring. 


Trees help keep the air purer and fresher. Trees provide shade. As 
global warming continues, we should treasure our green spaces, not cut 
them down. 


People use "the trail" to go to school (mostly BCC High School), the 
Metro, the movies, stores and restaurants in Bethesda, and for 
recrreational walks -- all healthy pursuits that will be lost 


Trains mean that even more trees be cut than are anticipated, and that 
unsightly high fences be built (prison-like?), blocking air, to keep children 
and animals from going on the train tracks 


Please look at all of the environmental issues most carefully. 
Sincerely, 

Marci Levin 

7413 Oak Lane 


Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
(301) 656-8947 
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Anna 
Irwin 
annatiedeman00@yahoo.com 


As | rode on the crescent trail this morning | was wondered how on earth 
it could be a good idea to get rid of the crescent trail and put in a light rail 
system. | live in Bethesda despite the traffic. | bike everywhere. Please 
don't take the trail away, it is the only thing that keeps me sane as traffic 
increases. Navy Med keeps expanding. No traffic plan. Construction of 
new condos. No traffic plans. More luxury condos. No traffic plans. No 
new bike lanes. And what about the day care centers along the trail? | 
bike my daughter to day care and they go on walks on the trail. | 
wouldn't send here there with a train right behind it. Think about the long 
term, please put the purple line along jones bridge next to Medical 
Center. Or better yet, think long term, like they did when they built the 
metro, and go underground. 


Thanks. 
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First Name : Nancy 
Last Name : Arons 
Email Address : nsarons@icloud.com 


Submission Content/Notes : To whom it may concern: 
Attached is a letter | wrote that was published May 29, 2023 in The 
Gazette that expresses my views regarding the Crescent trail. 
Please read it. 


Thank you, 
Nancy Arons 





12/17/13 Gazette.Net: Print Article 


Gazette.Net 


Maryland Community News 


Published: Wednesday, May 29, 2013 
Save the trail like we saved the C&O 


As a long time resident of Chew Chase, Md., | feel so sad and angry every time | read about the proposed 
destruction of the Capital Crescent Trail in Bethesda [“Purple Line has some seeing red,” May 22]. 


Why isn’t this beautiful linear park, used by countless people, protected against those who want to turn it into an 
asphalt train line? It’s a place of peace and tranquility in an otherwise booming urban landscape. Why would we 
destroy this treasure? 


Many years ago Supreme Court Justice William O. Douglas fought to save the C&O Canal from destruction from 
those who wanted to build a highway there, and we now enjoy that park. 


The Crescent trail is just as important, and | support Savethetrail.org in their efforts. Unfortunately, our representatives 
have so far failed to fight against this ill-advised project. 


Nancy Arons, Chew Chase 


© 2013 Post Community Media, LLC/Gazette.Net 


Www.gazette.net/apps/pbcs.dil/article?AID=/20130529/OPINION/130529283/- 1/save-the-trail-like-we-saved-the-co&&template=PrinterFriendlyg az 
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First Name: Lila 
Last Name : Asher 
Email Address : lilaasher@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : | think the construction as it is now proposed will ruin our neighborhood. 
Both the use of the trail and the increase in traffic will be awful for the 


local people. The Connecticut Ave traffic is horrendous as of now. With 
a io ee of residences and stores. It will be unbearable. 
ila O Asher 


Thornapple St 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #465 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


John L. 
Kolakowski 
jIkKO36@yahoo.com 


Hello. | use the Capital Crescent Trail multiple times per week for a 
variety of reasons, biking/walking/running, both by myself and with my 
children and dog. | also am a strong supporter and proponent of public 
transportation. | continue to hope that both the trail and the Purple Line 
can be sensibly paired, but | have concerns that accommodations for 
trail preservation are not being adequately pursued. Please continue to 
consider the loss of green space that will occur and ensure that all 
reasonable (and more expensive than reasonable) measures are taken 
to preserve the natural beauty of the trail to the greatest extent possible. 
Obviously, urban green space like this is not likely to reappear in the 
future -- typically once it is gone, it is gone forever. Caution and 
prudence are therefore of the utmost importance here and | urge caution 
going forward to make sure that adverse impacts are judged realistically. 


Regards, 

John Kolakowski 

4115 Aspen St. 

Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Larry 

Hefter 
larry.hefter@finnegan.com 
To whom it may concern, 


My family continues to be concerned and upset about plans for the 
Purple Line. To begin with, despite promises to the contrary, we are 
convinced the Trail will never be built due to financial pressures. If it is 
built, it will be so close to the train that the pleasure of using this 
peaceful space, which is rare in the Bethesda/Silver Springs area will 
ruined by the noise of the train and the congestion that will be forced 
upon us. 


Furthermore, the destruction that would be required of the current Trail, 
its trees and environment is nothing short of a crime. It seems that the 
only thing the State of Maryland and Montgomery County is interested in 
is growth, even at the sacrifice of life style and enjoyment for its 
residents. It is clear that the residents concerns have been given 
minimal, if any, consideration. We also find the special secret deal made 
with Columbia Country Club to be offensive. This is a public matter 
which should be transparent to the entire community. That it is secret is 
clear evidence that those involved know what they are planning is 
wrong. 


Jacqulyn and Laurence Hefter 
7710 Woodmont Ave. 
Bethesda, Md 20814 


This e-mail message is intended only for individual(s) to whom it is 
addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential, 
proprietary, or otherwise exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If 
you believe you have received this message in error, please advise the 
sender by return e-mail and delete it from your mailbox. Thank you. 
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First Name : Jay 
Last Name : Long 
Email Address : mdjay@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : This project is an abomination and must be stopped. We don't want it, 
yet it is being crammed down the tax payers of Montgomery County. 
A2 Please ask yourself __ "Who benefits monetarily from this travesty?" It's 
all about developers and their County official supporters. Greedy 
developers are ruining my beautiful county. This insanity must stop, now 
! Joseph T. Long, Bethesda, MD 
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First Name : David 
Last Name : Cope 
Email Address : dcsportssales@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : My kids, girlfriend and | all use the Capital Crescent Trail often and love 
it. It's beautiful, functional and fun. Please keep it as close to its 


current condition as possible. 
Thank you. 
David Cope 


1101 Higgins Place, #619 
Rockville, MD 20852 
301-500-5324 
dcsportssales@gmail.com 
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John 
Rauber 
jwrauber@comcast.net 


| am an avid runner and CCT user. The Capital Crescent Trail has been 
providing an excellent running course to thousands of Montgomery 
County runners for many, many years. Almost every Saturday morning 
for the past 14 years, regardless of the season, | have run the CCT 
stretch out from and back into Bethesda as part of a longer run to the 
Rock Creek Trail, Beech Drive, and other trails. We run that stretch of 
the CCT in part because Bethesda provides the parking, and its local 
coffee shops and restaurants are a prefect after-run meeting place. 
Concerns about CCT use will certainly impact this flow of business to 
these establishments. 


We run the CCT primarily because it's a beautiful stretch of green 
tranquility amid the busy Wisconsin Ave., Connecticut Ave., East-West 
Highway and 16th Street corridors. As a runner | am especially 
concerned about the noise that will be generated by the Purple Line and 
what that will mean to us running so close to the line. | understand the 
noise will be worse than a jackhammer at that distance. The close 
proximity is also a reason to be concerned about safety. Multiple trail 
users in a confined space next to the line, with significant noise 
disruption, makes for a serious passing hazard. 


The loss of substantial tree cover is a concern for us runners that have 
fewer and fewer quite, tranquil areas to run in lower Montgomery 
County. And the lower county is increasingly devoid of green space. 
The deforestation that the purple line would cause will impact all of us 
who live near and/or use the CCT for recreation. 


It is mind-boggling that this project is still being considered. It is 
troubling that environmental concerns and recreational values are being 
minimized here, when the county otherwise never misses the 
opportunity to tout its superior Green attributes and high quality of life 
The purple line is an interesting "nice to have" project. It is NOT a "must 
have" project in a county that continues to run budget shortfalls in 
excess of $130 million each year and has many, many less costly yet 
equally viable transportation alternatives. Why deny so many county 
citizens the enjoyment they derive today from the CCT, to create a 
speculative, expensive, and environmentally questionable transportation 
"solution?" 


Thank you for considering my views. 
John W. Rauber, Jr. 

11801 Hunting Ridge Ct. 

Potomac, MD 20854 


Sent from my iPad 
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First Name : Deborah 
Last Name : Vollmer 
Email Address : dvollmer@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : FEIS COMMENTS RE: PROPOSED PLANS FOR Purple Line 


October 15, 2013 


Deborah A. Vollmer 
7202 44th Street 
Town of Chevy Chase, 
Md., 20815 


|! am Deborah Vollmer, and | live at 7202 44th Street, in the Town of 
Chevy 

Chase. | grew up in the house where | now live, within a few blocks of 
the 

proposed path for the Purple Line light rail train. 


It has been a while since | walked on the Trail (Georgetown 
Branch, Capital Crescent), but | found myself walking there on a recent 
hot, 
humid day, this past summer. | am sure that it was somewhere around 
ninety 
degrees. | started from my home town, the Town of Chevy Chase. One 
thing 
led to another, and | ended up walking as far as the trestle, which 
overlooks rocks, water, and trails leading into Rock Creek Park. It was s 
stunning view. 


With our high temperatures and humidity, this day that | took my 
walk was really not the best day to take a four-mile hike. But what made 
it 
bearable, even enjoyable, was the lush foliage of the tree canopy 
overhead, 
which provided the coolness of shade. 


To those who would destroy this magnificent linear park, by 
cutting down all the trees and crowding hikers and bicyclists together to 
make way for a commuter rail line, | would invite you to go take a 
walk---along the Trail, and see if you still feel the same way afterwards. 
It is too bad that the planners for the Purple Line project didn't have the 
foresight to plan for the future for both transit and the environment, by 
designing things in a way that would put the rail line elsewhere, or locate 
it underground. 


| remember the train which used to operate along what is now the 
Georgetown 

Branch, Capital Crescent Trail, years ago, when | was a cchild. As 
children, 

we would explore the area along the railroad tracks. Our parents were 


concerned, and tried to discourage us. But kids will be kids. There 
never 

were any serious incidents, at least that | knew of. It was a freight 
train; it came very infrequently, and it ran on a single track. It also ran 
at a time in the County's history when we had a lot more trees and 
greenspace in this part of the County. 


ae have changed. Conditions have changed. The region of our 
ounty 

encompassing Bethesda, Chevy Chase, and Silver Spring is now 
overdeveloped. 

That precious greenspace along what is now the Georgetown Branch, 
Capital 

eae Trail, which was always special, is even more precious now, in 
the 

current, more urban, environment. The old master plan is outdated. 


The Georgetown Branch (Capital Crescent) Trail is a very narrow 
expanse of 

greenspace, a linear park. Trees and greenspace will be sacrificed if the 
current plans go forward. The trees and green space are important to 
the 

children, young adults, and senior citizens who walk on the trail every 
day. 

The Trail is so popular that hikers and bikers compete for space. There 
are 

sometimes serious accidents that occur, when bicyclists collide with 
hikers. 

| believe that such accidents are very much underreported. They usually 
occur on parts of the Trail that are paved, where bicyclists tend to speed 
more often than they do on unpaved surfaces. Once in a while one 
reads of 

such an accident in the newspaper. But one only reads of these 
accidents 

when someone is seriously injured; the accidents resulting in less 
serious 

injuries, still scary for those involved, never make the news. But the 
current plan for a two-track train in the limited, narrow space will force 
hikers and bikers into even closer proximity, causing the frequency of 
such 

serious accidents to rise significantly. 


The trail is a pleasant, wooded area now, but there is simply no room to 
add 

a train, without removing thousands of trees, and some houses as well. 
lam 

thinking of one house in particular, near the bridge where East-West 
Highway 

crosses the Trail. 


The Trail is a treasure, used by hikers and bikers for recreation, and for 
commuting, by people within the immediate community. People of all 
walks of 

life, income levels, ages, and levels of physical ability use the trail. 


Older folks using canes or walkers share the trail with parents with 
young 

children in strollers, or riding bicycles. High school kids use the Trail 

to get to their classes at B-CC High School. The Trail is also a 
recreational resource for visitors from across the country. Putting a train 
on the surface at this location would destroy this valuable resource, our 
linear park. 


The Master Plan never contemplated the development of BRAC-the 
consolidation 

of Walter Reed with Naval Medical. But that reality is now staring us in 
the face. With the patients, visitors, and increased numbers of medical 
personnel, the impact of BRAC cannot be ignored. Doesn't it make 
more sense 

el to have the Purple Line have a terminus at Naval Medical, rather 
than 

ol Bethesda? And if there is any question at all about just what 
the 

relative transportation needs to Bethesda and Naval Medical will 
ultimately 

be, doesn't it make more sense, at least for the time being, to use buses 
along existing roadways---buses as clean, comfortable, and energy- 
efficient 

as you can make a bus-since bus routes can easily be altered to meet 
actual 

transportation needs? 


We are now faced with grave economic circumstances, and a shortage 
of 

financial resources to build new projects. Some say we must limit 
government spending on new projects, because the money is not 
available. 

Others would argue that what is needed are more projects, to stimulate 
the 

economy. | am not an economist. | don't know. If we follow the stimulus 
model, why can't we consider building the Purple Line underground, and 
making it a seamless connection of the two ends of the Red Line-a more 
expensive alternative, perhaps, but one that might provide more jobs to 
help 

lift us out of the lingering aftermath of the recession? As for the 
private-public partnership model now under consideration, | have serious 
doubts. Any private entity willing to embark on this project is going to 
have to be assured of a return for the investment---some certainty of 
making 

a profit. And any private entity that fails to do its homework in this 
regard risks going bankrupt. 


In conclusion, for all of the reasons stated above, | would suggest a 
different approach, which | do not think has been adequately 
considered-a 

two-staged approach. If you provide more buses, and make them as 
clean, 

comfortable, and energy-efficient as you can make a bus, and run them 
more 

frequently, so that people can rely on them, people will ride them. The 
buses can be run along all existing roads, including Jones Bridge and 


East-West Highway. The bus routes can be adjusted to meet actual 
transportation needs. Given the as-of-now unpredictable impact of 
BRAG, the 

advantage of buses is their great flexibility. Once we know just what the 
impact of BRAC and concurrent transportation needs will be, we can 
perhaps 

move on to a second phase-a true Metro link of the two ends of the Red 
Line. 

But if such a link is to follow the route of the Georgetown Branch (Capital 
Crescent) Trail, it should-and it MUST-be put underground-- so that we 
may 

preserve that environmental treasure, our linear park. 


| know that the Planning Board and the County Council have already 
rejected 

the approach that | have outlined above. But the current plan is 
seriously 

flawed, and once that special linear park with its trees and greenspace is 
destroyed, there is no bringing it back. | urge the powers that be to go 
back to square one, and rethink this entire project, and preserve the 
seorgetown Branch, Capital Crescent hiker biker Trail and linear park, 
or 

the benefit of us all. 


Deborah A. Vollmer 
7202 44th Street 


Chevy Chase, Maryland, 20815 


Telephone: (301) 652-5762 
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Melvin 
Tull 
Silver Spring Urban District Advisory Committee 


mel@leedg.com 


Please consider these few comments about the Purple Line in Silver 
Spring: 


1. Pages 114 and 115. There is a need for installation of streetlights 
as part of the Purple Line project through the 900 block of Bonifant 
Street. The narrow existing sidewalk will be a pedestrian hazard with 
trains running so close beside it. The Purple line project needs to widen 
the sidewalk, reconstructing according to the brick sidewalk standard for 
the Silver Spring central business district. 


2: The plan documents on these pages are not clear about the 
location of catenary poles in the 900 block of Bonifant St , but Page 319, 
Alignment Typical Section of Bonifant Street, Sta Trk 1 618+00 to Sta 
Trk 1 621+00, shows that the catenary poles are not between the tracks, 
but are located outside the tracks, on both sides, further crowding the 
narrow sidewalk pedestrian area. 


3. The stippled background on the plan for the 900 block of Bonifant 
St might indicate concrete, or grass between the tracks. What is it and 
who/which agency will be responsible for maintenance. 


4. Page 198. Why doesn't the track alignment profile show "Alley at- 
grade crossing’ at the alley entrance on Bonifant Street east of Georgia 
Ave? 


5. Page 4-34. Acquisitions section does not list the 315 properties 
where the Purple Line project would like to obtain easements or the size 
or duration of the easements. It is difficult for property owners to 
determine the impact on their properties in the absence of disclosure of 
the easement list. 


Thanks for consideration of these observations. A response would be 
appreciated. 
el 


Melvin Tull 

Chairman 

Silver Spring Urban District Advisory Committee 
301-717-2327 
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Anuj 
Khanna 
Anuj.Khanna@americancapital.com 


As a resident of East Bethesda and frequent user of the Capital 
Crescent Trail, | am writing to express my strong displeasure with the 
plans for the purple line. The trail is part of the community and replacing 
it with a train system is unacceptable. 


Anuj Khanna 

Vice President 

American Capital, Ltd. 

2 Bethesda Metro Center, 12th FI. 

Bethesda, MD 20814 

Tel: 301.841.9955 

Fax: 301.968.9684 

Anuj.Khanna@americancapital.com 

The information contained in this e-mail message is intended for use by 
the recipient(s) named above. If the reader of this message is not the 
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have received this 
document in error and that any review, dissemination, distribution, or 
copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify me immediately by e-mail and 
delete the original message. 
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First Name : Bert 
Last Name : Simson 
Email Address : bgsimson@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please move the Purple line somewhere else and leave the beautiful 
trail 
intact for all of us to enjoy. Bert Simson 
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Marcie 

Lerner 
lernervisioncare@comcast.net 
Hello Purple Line Planners, 


| am very concerned about the negative consequences that the 
construction of the Purple Line will result in, such as_ the destruction of 
my office (inside the Apex building) and the spoiling of the Capital 
Crescent Trail. 


| treasure the beauty and quiet of the Capital Crescent Trial for my 
running and walking. 


| also hate to imagine the tremendous negative impact on my eyecare 
practice if | have to relocate after many years in such an ideal location. 


Please reconsider if it is worth the $2.2 billion price tag that will cause so 
much destruction, loss of business, and loss of natural beauty to 
Bethesda. 


Thank you for your consideration, 


Marcie M. Lerner, O.D. 


Dr. Marcie M. Lerner, Optometrist 
Lerner Vision Care, LLC 


inside For Eyes Optical 
72/72 Wisconsin Avenue 
Bethesda, MD 20814 

ph 301-913-0293 
www.LernerVisionCare.com 
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First Name : Judy 
Last Name : Smith 
Email Address : jjsmith5470@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Save our beloved Capital Crescent Trail! This is a well-loved, treasured 
trail used by myriad bikers, runners, joggers, walkers, baby strollers, 
E-9 roller-bladers, etc. Don't trash our beautiful space with a noisy and 
unsightly monstrosity. Save our beloved Capital Crescent Trail. 
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Irmgard 
Dugge 
irmgard.dugge@gmail.com 


| can't begin to express my disbelieve and sadness regarding loosing 
one of my favorite commuting trails. | will probably not use it having to 
ride next to a train track. While a lot is being promised to promote bike 
riding | often wonder if these are really that sincere. 

| use the trail very frequently for many purposes, not only work, and it 
serves for observing wild life, winding down and relaxation at the same 
time. 

Please consider also the destruction of a valuable green way within a 
megalopolis. 

Thank you, Irmgard Dugge 
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Alisa 

S 

auntalisa@msn.com 

| strongly disagree with the purple line project, and | vote! 


| have been a regular user of the trail for over 10 years biking, walking 
and running. It has played a large roll in my physical/mental fitness. | 
am lucky enough to live a short enough distance that | can bike from my 
front door to the trail "safely" (without bike lanes, have to count on car 
drivers to share the road, apparently a lot to ask of drivers, alas that is 
another conversation). There are not nearly enough bike lanes or trails 
as it is, to consider transforming a trail that is segregated from the noise 
and pollution of non human powered transportation Is irresponsible on 
many levels. | urge you to keep the trail as it is, if anything, spend 
money on improving what is already being used and appreciated by 
countless people! 

Sincerely, 

Alisa Scheiner 
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First Name: Melissa 
Last Name : Kirsh 
Email Address : mkirsh@deltadentalva.com 


Submission Content/Notes : My family and | love the Capital Crescent Trail! We often ride our bikes 
to lunch and dinner in Bethesda. Our kids love the trail and this family 
outing. It's an asset to our community and its destruction will adversely 

impact our family and community. It provides us with exercise for our 
health, not to mention the much needed green space. 


Please reconsider its destruction!! 


Melissa Kirsh 
8014 Glendale Road 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


The information contained in this email and subsequent attachments 
may be privileged, confidential and protected from disclosure. This 
transmission is intended for the sole use of the individual and entity to 
whom it is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient, any 
dissemination, distribution or copying is strictly prohibited. If you have 
received this message in error, please email the sender at the above 
email address. 
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Joel and Jaqueline 
Hirschhorn and Rams 
articlev@gmail.com 


As a long time home owner living right next to the trail that would be 
devastated by the purple line | write to strongly object to the analyses 
and findings in the FEIS. My family uses the trail on a daily basis for 
recreational uses. The native, green beauty of the trail would be 
severely 

compromised by the planned construction. We also fear for our safety if 
somehow we could still use the trail for walking, etc. 


We are especially concerned about noise pollution caused by the 
operating 

rail cars because our house is immediately next to the trail on Coquelin 
Terrace. Nothing assures us that we will be unaffected; we rightfully fear 
that our health will be seriously impacted and that the value of our home 
will be reduced. 


Joel S. Hirschhorn 
Jacqueline M. Rams 
3231 Coquelin Terrace 
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Carrie 
Witkop 
carriewitkop@juno.com 


FEIS CommentPurple Line October 2013please include my comments in 
your record Water Quality, Tree Loss, Diminished Habitat, Diminished 
Recreational Experience, Loss of a Park | have a family of five. We 
live in the North Chevy Chase area and use the Capitol Crescent Trail 
daily. Asa family, we are concerned about the decreased water quality 
and the destruction of mature trees which will result when the purple line 
is constructed. | The increased concrete which creates a larger 
impermeable surface required by the train, eliminates the natural water 
filtration system provided by our earth. This compromised water will 
then drain into our Chesapeake Bay. Besides detrimentally impacting 
the environment, the construction of the light rail will seriously change 
the natural experience we currently enjoy when walking or riding our 
bikes on the trail. Even though our trail is only a narrow ribbon of green 
space, it is enough to take each one of us away from the traffic and hub 
bub of everyday urban life and transport us into the tranquility of the 
woods. The trees and vegetation provide valuable habitat to song birds 
and a sanctuary to humans. This habitat becomes even more 
important as development continues to occur all around us and the 
animals have fewer and fewer places to retreat. We are essentially 
loosing along park. In other states, these urban "parks" have been 
treasured and developed into "emerald necklaces" so that people can 
live in an urban area but have some of the peace of the woods 
incorporated in their every day lives as they travel from here to there. 
We were very surprised the FEIS did not address this diminished 
recreational impact. Diminished Urban quality of life, Traffic Problems 
Avoided My children use the trail daily to bicycle to Westland Middle 
School and Bethesda Chevy Chase High School. __| use the trail to 
bicycle to the Women's Farm Market, just off the trail, and Bethesda 
where | do errands throughout the week. | have discovered that 
instead of hopping in my car, it is faster and more peaceful to hop on my 
bike and do a few Bethesda errands. Bicycling on the trail is a tranquil 
transportation alternative. The trail offers us a chance to avoid honking 
cars and distracted out drivers. My husband and | use the trail on 
Saturday nights to get into Bethesda for a dinner date. Using a bicycle 
is a fun alternative but also extremely convenient because we don't have 
to find a parking space. __ Using this natural trail seriously adds to our 
quality of life. This is not exactly a commuter use but it certainly takes 
us out of our cars we use the trail. The trail gets us off the road and out 
of cars. | realize developers and business would like to see the purple 
line built. It is my understanding that the development of the purple line 
will allow increased population density and allow more units to be built 
which will increase business profits. The temptation to cave into these 
powerful interests is enormous. _ It is difficult to place a value on quality 
of life, but it seems to me that if we protect our natural world, our health 
and our quality of life will be improved. We believe that the trail should 
pope ee as itis. Carrie Witkop8827 McGregor DriveChevy Chase, 
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First Name : Richard 
Last Name : Latty 
Email Address : richard.latty@soleng.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The Capital Crescent Trail is our regional treasure. | chose this 


adjective 

for accuracy, not impact. The Trail is a corridor of greenery, old growth 
trees and wildlife where citizens and visitors of the area commonly enjoy 
fresh air and absence of automobile exhaust and noises. Whether we 
are on 

the trail for recreation, exercise or transportation - our experience 
improves our disposition, health and outlook. The corridor through 
which 

the Trail passes is ideally suited for the Trail. We could not buy these 
attributes even if we were to secure the funding. The attributes of the 
Trail corridor have developed through natural forest succession through 
the 

ages. We could not move the Trail or restore it in the event of 
discovering 

Our error. 


| know something of this kind of issue. | grew up in Florida when the 
Army 

Corps of Engineers executed the Cross-Florida Barge Canal and 
straightened 

the Mayaka River to "enhance" Miami water supply. Both of these 
passed 

environmental reviews and both were determined to be extreme 
disasters post 

facto. But it was too late. The Oklawaha River was crystal clear with 
undisturbed late succession forests along it's bank. After the canal 
dredging the Oklawaha was no more - the water was muddy, the old 
growth 

forest and orchids were drowned and lay dead for tens of miles. It will 
take hundreds of years to recover. Why would any citizenry want this? 
The 

Mayaka was later "re-curved" in order to restore the natural hydrological 
storage capacity - the initial and subsequent results killed the Mayaka for 
years to come. Why would any citizenry want this? | have lived in 
Bethesda/Chevy Chase for 21 years. The Crescent Trail and the C&O 
Trail are 

local treasures that improve the quality of our lives. 


There is no such thing as a free lunch! There is absolutely no question 
that the Purple Line will require the local community to sacrifice 
something 

in order to provide the corridor and facilities required. Simply put, the 
Capital Crescent Trail is not an acceptable cost. If it were the only place 
for the Purple Line, then we are better off without the Purple Line. We 
have other mass transit options to travel from Bethesda to Silver Spring. 
We do not have substitutes for the Trail. DO NOT kill the Capital 
Crescent 

Trail. 


We go to work to enrich our lives. We should not impoverish our lives so 
some can go to work faster. 


Thank you for your attention on this matter. Your representation on this 


matter will determine my vote and support. 


Very Sincerely, 


Richard Latty 
240-602-1127 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


Richard Latty 

Solutions Engineering Corporation 
Pipersoft 

240-602-1127 
richard.latty@soleng.com 


www.pipersoft.net 
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First Name : Soong 
Last Name : Sup Lee 
Email Address : soongsuplee@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : My family and | would be negatively affected by the noise, increased 
safety risks, and the destruction of the beautiful natural area of the 
existing trail. We would discontinue running, biking, and cycling there if 
the purple line is built. 
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Shari 
Lawrence Pfleeger 
sharipfleeger1 @verizon.net 


| am writing to comment on the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
for the proposed Purple Line. There are at least two environmental 
impacts of the proposed Purple Line that have significant repercussions 
on safety: 


- The noise levels addressed by the FEIS are unacceptable and will 
severely degrade the safety of nearby trail users. In particular, trail users 
will be unable to hear warnings when such warnings are issued while a 
train is passing. Moreover, the noise levels will be affected not only by 
the presence of trains but also by the loss of the substantial buffer of 
trees and vegetation that currently acts to keep street noise ata 
minimum. 

- Right now, the trail right-of-way is a primary commuting route, not only 
for me and my family but also for many of our friends. With the proposed 
changes to the trail, it will be far more difficult for the trail to be cleared of 
fallen leaves, snow and debris (caused, for example, by storms), thus 
making accidents more likely for trail users. 


Shari Lawrence Pfleeger 

4519 Davenport St NW 
Washington, DC 20016 -*-*-*-*-*-* 
Shari Lawrence Pfleeger 
shari@pfleeger.com 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #485 DETAIL 








First Name : Dina 
Last Name : Tilghman 
Email Address : dina.tilgnman@live.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Ms. Tilghman and Rich, 


We will include the message in the email directly below as an official 
comment on the FEIS, which will be provided to the Federal Transit 
Administration for consideration in the record of decision. 


Teri Moss 
Strategic Outreach Coordinator 
Remline Corp. 


Purple Line Program Management Team 
Maryland Transit Administration 

100 S. Charles Street | Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 

443-451-3747 (office) | 410-685-2605 (fax) 


teri.moss@purplelinemd.com<mailto:teri.noss@purplelinemd.com> 
www.purplelinemd.com<http://www.purplelinemd.com/> 


From: Dina Tilghman [mailto:dina.tilgnman@live.com] 
Sent: Friday, October 11, 2013 12:27 PM 

To: Romer, Richard 

Cc: Liliana Pena; Teri Moss 

Subject: RE: Purple Line & Talbot Ave Bridge 


Rich, 


Thanks so much for getting back to me. | just read Councilmember 
Ervin's comments, and | did not see any mention of the Talbot Avenue 
bridge. 


That's our primary concern in the southern portion of North Woodside. 
We just don't feel our concerns about the bridge are being heard in large 
part because there are so many issues being discussed. | was aware of 
Ervin's meeting with the neighborhood associations, and we appreciate 
her time. 


But since that meeting, we've also heard conflicting information from the 
county and others about the bridge. At one point we were told the bridge 
could be built as a two-lane bridge (to secure federal funding), and 
painted as a one-lane bridge. But that information seems to have 
changed. | received an email from DOT saying that they could not do 
that because federal funding requires two lanes. 


The final EIS states that the newly built bridge will have a minimal impact 
on traffic. That will simply not the case if this becomes two lanes and has 
two-way traffic. 


So that is why | called Councilmember Ervin's office. | should say that | 
am a supporter of the Purple Line and public transit. | take the Metro into 
D.C. every day. I'm just concerned that the real impact on my 
neighborhood, and particularly my street, is not being adequately 
considered. 


| write about environmental issues for the Associated Press. I'm very 
familiar with EIS analysis. There hasn't been adequate analysis of this 
issue. For the county to tell us that there only means of addressing traffic 
concerns is to ensure Google maps and other GPS-based direction 
software doesn't direct people to the bridge is simply not enough. 


People who use the bridge are locals. 


Already, | can't let my two children play in my front yard because of the 
cut-through traffic. That will only get worse. 


| respectfully request that Councilmember Ervin meet with the bridge 
committee, a subset of residents from Hanover and Grace Church 
Roads that will be most affected by any changes to the bridge. 


Sincerely, 
Dina Tilghman 





Subject: Purple Line & Talbot Ave Bridge 

Date: Fri, 11 Oct 2013 12:12:27 -0400 

From: 
Richard.Romer@montgomerycountymd.gov<mailto:Richard.Romer@mo 
ntgomerycountymd.gov> 

To: Dina. Tilghman@live.com<mailto:Dina. Tilghman@live.com> 

CC: 


liliana.pena@purplelinemd.com<mailto:liliana.pena@purplelinemd.com> 
; Teri. Moss@purplelinemd.com<mailto:Teri.Moss@purplelinemd.com> 
Ms Tilghman, 


Sonya from our office informed me about your call into Councilmember 
Valerie Ervin's office regarding North Woodside, the Purple Line, and the 
Talbot Avenue bridge. 


Councilmember Ervin met with North Woodside in May regarding 
several topics, including the budget, zoning code rewrite, Talbot Avenue 
bridge, Purple Line, BRT, pending legislation, and other neighborhood 
issues. She later held two meetings (May and June) with Purple Line 
staff, County DOT, MCPS and the neighborhood associations of North 
Woodside, Rosemary Hills and Lyttonsville specifically on the topic of 
the Talbot Avenue bridge. 


Below is follow-up from the June meeting. DOT has indicated that the 
bridge will need to be replaced soon with or without the Purple Line, and 
inspect it often to ensure its safety. DOT, MCPS and MTA are working 
together on these plans. 


If you are interested, | have attached Councilmember Ervin's comments 
regarding the Purple Line's Final Environmental Impact Statement. You 
can also comment by MTA's October 21 deadline through the online 
comment 

form<http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?e=001 X320VPFH8K8rKPSejPKRn3mVUIJ 
gy479En4pl5Bt_ZVdP7bKBFXoNDHFnhSZWTuGO9PE8 Tvy6-P1M-- 
yEeheHqxeh7zdz5rMVBY CfT 5DbHxQ1pBWPtEwhfZL_E8Eey|lX_naNG 
CrjB_GR_SylwhX3apPvNO9FT72Ma57j2Ni- 
ZYDbE2gRTAazS78CKMAh_Ob9wiaHfRG7bVg=> or by email at 
FEIS@purplelinemd.com<mailto:FEIS@purplelinemd.com>. 


Feel free to contact me if you have further questions. | have also copied 
Purple Line staff so that you can contact them directly. 


Thanks, 
Rich 


Richard Romer | Policy Analyst 
Councilmember Valerie Ervin | District 5 
100 Maryland Avenue, 6th Floor, Rockville, MD 20850 


(240) 777-7957 (phone) | (240) 777-7989 (fax) 

Twitter: @ValerieErvin<https://twitter.com/ValerieErvin> | 
Website<http://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/content/council/mem/Erv 
in/index.asp> 

"Working together we can achieve great things" 


Please make this information available to those attendees/invitees to the 
Talbot Avenue bridge discussions. Here is a list of studies that exist 
around the area, as requested by some of the attendees at the 
meetings. | am informed that: 


" lf someone just wants the text portion of a study, which is just a couple 
of pages, we can scan that and email the electronic copy to them. 
However, if they want the study, attachments and back-up data (traffic 
counts, crash histories, photos, etc.) it's best to make an appointment 
with us and come in and view the file and identify the records they want 
to copy, much like a standard FOIA request>" 


So, for additional information, please contact our Division of Traffic 
Engineering and ask for KB. His email address is included above and 
his phone number is found at the end of this message. 

Edgar 


Edgar: 
We have the following traffic studies / investigation reports on file: 
South of the Bridge 


1. Rosemary Hills Elementary School safety study completed last year. 

2. Evaluation for soeed humps - Michigan Avenue between Lyttonsville 
Road and Talbot Avenue, 3 humps installed in 1996. 

3. Investigation related to on street parking issues. 


North of the Bridge 


1. North Woodside - Montgomery Hills Access Restriction Study - 2009 
( Not approved, not implemented, opposed by majority of the residents) 

2. Seminary Road at Second Avenue - Intersection Improvements CIP 
project# 501207 -Design completed. 

3. Woodlyn Elementary School - On-street parking study near the 
school. 

4. Brookville Road between Linden La. And Warren St - Speed Limit 
Study - 2005 

5. Yeshiva School safety study - 2009 

6. Evaluation for Traffic Calming/Speed Humps installation - Grace 
Church Road between Fourth Av. And Second Av. - 1994 

7. Evaluation for Traffic Calming/Speed Humps installation - Hanover 
Street between Fourth Av. And Second Av. - 1996 


| hope this information helps. If you need any additional information, 
please let us know. 


Sincerely, 

Khursheed (‘KB’) Bilgrami 

Area Engineer 

MCDOT/Division of Traffic Engineering & Operations 
240-777-2190 
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David 
Snyder 
davidvsnyder@yahoo.com 


| want to let you know that my family and | use the trail where the Purple 
Line is planned. We do not want the Purple Line. The trains will change 
a pleasant, green respite from urban life into an unpleasant thoroughfare 
that is noisy, hard, and urban. A great strength of our area is the 
combination of urban and green. We like both! This is the idea of 
diversity, which the plan will destroy. This plan will continue the 
transformation of the area into a fully urbanized, hardened, noisy, busy 
space, with a less attractive area for exercise and community. Look at 
what New York is doing: taking concrete space and making it greener, 
with linear parks that promote exercise, community, and safety. The 
reviews have been great, and it is making New York more attractive, 
literally and metaphorically: it is attracting people--residents and 
tourists--and is beautiful. This plan points us in the other direction--the 
wrong direction--worsening 

our mixed urban, suburban, and green environment so that the urban is 
becoming ever more dominant. 


David Snyder 
Bethesda 
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Terry 
Bateman 
terrybateman1@gmail.com 


| urge you to re-consider the building of the Purple Line. First of all it is 
an economic disaster, and it will get much worse before completion. 
Additionally it will take away a real environmental gem sitting in the 
middle of urban chaos--one of the beauties of the Washington region is 
the preservation of parks and trails. We don't need more transit to allow 
builders to increase density--we need to preserve a quality of life anda 
bit of nature in the middle of all the madness we all live in on a daily 
basis. The idea that the trail will co-exist with the train may sound good 
in theory but the reality is quite different--the beauty, the tranquility, and 
the TREE's will all be gone--and the quite walk along a shady tree lined 
trail will be replaced with concrete, power lines and the thundering sound 
of trains coming by--I don't think most people will find it a pleasant place 
to enjoy nature with a walk, run or bike ride. But the builders and 
politicians will be happy--they can bulk up Chevy Chase Lake and create 
even more congestion on Connecticut avenue, our Governor will be able 
to get huge donations from the Chevy Chase Land Company in his bid 
for higher office. It is an embarrassment that this is allowed to continue 
when anyone with a small amount of common sense can see through 
the whole thing. Please do the right thing and use our tax payer money 
i better projects that will make a positive difference for the people of 
the state. 


Terry Bateman 
Bateman Marketing Group 
terrybateman1@gmail.com 
310-228-7868 
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First Name : Paul 
Last Name : Carroll 
Email Address : paul.carroll@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | hearby am letting MTA and FTA know that | am 
opposed to the construction of the "Purple Line" in general. 
Also, | am opposed for many specific reasons(these seem to be 
counted differently in analyzing comments), among them: 


&#8226:; The Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda, MD and 
Silver Spring, MD is a unique 3 mile, 20 acre park/recreational 
area serving hundreds of thousands of walkers, bikers, 
runners, children and other users yearly. 


&#8226; | oppose the Maryland Transportation 
Administration&#8217;s 
current Purple Line plan to construct a double&#8208;tracked, light 
rail system on the 
Capital Crescent Trail. 


E11 &#8226; | oppose this plan because it requires the 
: deforestation of over 20 acres of invaluable mature forest 
ecosystem inside the Washington Beltway. 


&#8226; | want this area to be preserved as the de facto 
parkland that itis. It has been used as a park for decades 
and deserves the protection of any existing parkland. 


&#8226; The noise of the trains in close 
proximity to the bedrooms and livingrooms of the residences 
along the track will be excessive and will cause a 
significant reduction in the value of these properties. Not 
only will this have significant financial impact on many 
thousands of county residents, but it will result in a 
stripe of urban blight running right across the county. 


&#8226; The FEIS' noise analysis 

fails to let trail users - walking, running and biking just 

feet away from over 200 daily trains - know just how loud the 
trains are projected to be: 87db (a jackhammer) from 50 feet 
away - trail users will be closer than 20 feet. 


&#8226; There is no consideration 
for the safety of multiple users - specifically bikers’ 
alerts (bell ringing or "on you left") while passing - with a 
loud trains going by. 


&#8226; The FEIS is deliberately 

misleading about the alignment of intent and plans between the 
Purple Line and existing land uses along the majority of the 
track way (single family residential) The FEIS concentrates on 
the few built up centers of Bethesda, Silver Spring, College 
Park, New Carrollton, etc. blatantly ignoring the needs of the 
majority of people that will be impacted. 


Paul Carroll 
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First Name : Sheldon C. 
Last Name : Good 
Email Address : sheldss3@gmail.com 
Submission Content/Notes : | am writing to let you know how much | love the Capital Crescent Trail 
and 
urge you to do everything in your power to preserve the full integrity of 


the trail. | bike, run, and walk on this trail often and would be very 
saddened by impact to the trail by construction. 


-sheldon 
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First Name : Paul 
Last Name : Carroll 
Email Address : paul.carroll@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | know that you have received many letters 

about the Purple Line, however | wanted to add mine as well. Not 
only do | agree with what others have said about how the Purple 

Ko Line is way to costly, has a significant risk of causing a strip 

of urban blight right through our county, and will be a long and 
miserable construction project to live near, but | feel that those 
responsible for putting together the FEIS have been intensionally 
misleading the people and elected officials of the county and 
state. A FEIS is intended to be an objective document that helps 
decision-makers understand the real issues and impacts of a 
project so that they can conduct an informed decision making 
process as to whether to move forward. The current FEIS is so 
incredibly one-sided and biased while carefully preserving the 
appearance of some objectivity, that | cannot help feeling it is 
an intensional "snow-job". This raises the very real concern in 
my mind, and | hope in yours, that if they are willing to 
misrepresent and mislead us in this fashion, how much can we trust 
them about any part of this project? The attached document is by 
no means an exhaustive analysis of the FEIS but reflects just what 
| found in half a day of reviewing the inches-thick document, 
however, | feel that it serves to point out just some of the very 


real issues going on. 

In short, | feel that any vote should go against any version of 
the Purple Line and wise elected officials should distance 
themselves from those that have put forward the Purple Line FEIS. 
Regards, 


Paul Carroll 
Attachments : Purple Line FEIS review by Paul Carroll - to Mr. Koenig.doc (50 kb) 


September 26, 2013 


Mr. Daniel Koenig 

Federal Transit Administration 
1990 K Street, NW, Suite 510 
Washington, DC 20006-1178 


Dear Mr. Koenig: 


Recently I spent several hours at the Chevy Chase library reading the Purple Line Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) document. For those that have not seen it, it is a 
5” think ring binder full, as well as another 2” thick book of maps and plan drawings. 
Due to the sheer volume I doubt many have ever read it in its entirety, and I could not do 
more than read the introduction and selected sections. These documents in large part are 
comprised of technical prose and drawings; they are not a quick or easy read. The 
sections that I read disturbed me greatly as they contained many omissions, discrepancies 
misleading statements, and little objectivity. Moreover, they do not meet the common 
standard for an Environmental Impact Statement or Assessment. 


A quick look online at Wikipedia tells us what an Environmental Impact Statement or 
Assessment is supposed to be: 


An environmental impact assessment (EIA) is an assessment of the possible impacts that 
a proposed project may have on the environment, consisting of the environmental, social 
and economic aspects. 

The purpose of the assessment is to ensure that decision makers consider the 
environmental impacts when deciding whether or not to proceed with a project. The 
International Association for Impact Assessment (IAIA) defines an environmental impact 
assessment as "the process of identifying, predicting, evaluating and mitigating the 
biophysical, social, and other relevant effects of development proposals prior to major 
decisions being taken and commitments made." EIAs are unique in that they do not 
require adherence to a predetermined environmental outcome, but rather they require 
decision -makers to account for environmental values in their decisions and to justify 
those decisions in light of detailed environmental studies and public comments on the 
potential environmental impacts. 


An environmental impact statement (EIS), under United States environmental law, is a 
document required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for certain actions 
"significantly affecting the quality of the human environment".[1] An EIS is a tool for 
decision making. It describes the positive and negative environmental effects of a 
proposed action, and it usually also lists one or more alternative actions that may be 
chosen instead of the action described in the EIS. Several US state governments require 
that a document similar to an EIS be submitted to the state for certain actions. For 
example, in California, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) must be submitted to the 
state for certain actions, as described in the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). 


The Environmental Protection Adminstration says: 


What is an Environmental Assessment (EA)? 


An EA as described in Section 1508.9 of CEQ's NEPA Regulations is a concise public 
document which has three defined functions: 


e it briefly provides sufficient evidence and analysis for determining whether to 
prepare an EIS; 
e it aids an agency's compliance with NEPA when no EIS is necessary, i.e., it helps 
to identify better alternatives and mitigation measures; and 
e it facilitates preparation of an EIS when one is necessary - Section 1508.9(a). 
Since the EA is a concise document, it should not contain long descriptions or detailed 
data which the agency may have gathered. Rather, it should contain a brief discussion of 
the need for the proposal, alternatives to the proposal, the environmental impacts of the 
proposed action and alternatives, and a list of agencies and persons consulted -- Section 
1508.9(b). Agencies should make the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) and EA 
available for 30 days of public comment before taking action -- Section 1501.4(e)(2). 
(March 16, 1981 — NEPA's 40 Most Asked Questions). 


What is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)? 


An EIS is a detailed analysis that serves to insure that the policies and goals defined in 
NEPA are infused into the ongoing programs and actions of the federal agency. EISs are 
generally prepared for projects that the proposing agency views as having significant 
prospective environmental impacts. The EIS should provide a discussion of significant 
environmental impacts and reasonable alternatives (including a No Action alternative) 
which would avoid or minimize adverse impacts or enhance the quality of the human 
environment. The standard format for the EIS as outlined in Section 1502.10 of the NEPA 
Regulations should be followed. Agencies should allow at least a 45-day comment period 
for draft EISs and a 30-day comment period for final EISs. 


In short, this document is supposed to help busy governmental decision-makers, who may 
not have a lot of knowledge about the the specific issues at hand, quickly grasp the 
situation and make informed decisions about the project, its suitability and whether it 
should move forward. 





The FEIS submitted for the Purple Line fails to meet the objectivity and serious 
consideration of alternatives that are the standard and basic requirements of an 
environmental impact statement. Mainly through omission the report ignores or misleads 
the reader into believing that the Purple Line is an overwhelmingly popular project that 
will have little negative impacts on the communities through which it passes. I would 
further go on to best characterize the FEIS document that was submitted as a sales pitch 
document. It heavily promotes he Purple Line and downplays any other options. 


To substantiate my claims I will draw heavily on the FEIS itself and then comment on 
each selected section. In Chapter | of the FEIS, “Purpose & Need”, section 1.3.1 
Existing Land Use, the second paragraph says: 


Land use in the Montgomery County portion of the Purple Line corridor is primarily 
residential, with large concentrations of commercial development in Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. The communities in the corridor include a mix of housing types and densities. 
Much of the newer development, particularly in Bethesda and Silver Spring, is mixed use 
high-rise development compatible with transit oriented development (TOD) principles. 
Most of these areas have, in part or in whole, plans that emphasize transit-oriented 
mixed-use development in areas adjacent to transit stations. 


This section is, I believe, intentionally misleading. It implies that the majority of the land 
use in the Bethesda and Silver Spring area is mixed use high-rise development 
compatible with transit oriented development (TOD) principles. In fact, this only applies 
to the downtown sections of the corridor through Bethesda and Silver Spring (their 
Central Business Districts (CBDs). The majority of the frontage along the corridor in the 
Bethesda and Silver Spring zip code areas, and all the other areas in Montgomery County 
that the corridor runs through is made up of single family homes. The Purple Line will 
be in the backyards of these homes. These are not areas compatible with TOD and 
foretells the real possibility of urban decay all along the residential length of the Line, as 
property owners flee and housing values drop There is mention of local plans that 
promote TOD in areas adjacent to the transit stations; however the vast majority of land 
area that will be impacted by the proposed Purple Line is not in these areas. While the 
description is not false, it is misleading. An uninformed readers would believe that a 
Purple Line is entirely in keeping with the current land use and plans for the region. 


Moving on to the detailed descriptions of the various regions through which the Purple 
Line transit-way would run the document states: 


The Bethesda central business district(CBD)is characterized by high-density mixed uses. 
Montgomery County planned for, and encouraged, the dense development of Bethesda 
around the Metro station by adopting zoning that encouraged high-rise development. The 
CBD has developed as planned and continues to grow, particularly in the south and west. 
Indicative of this development is Montgomery County’s decision to move forward with 
the construction of a new south entrance to the Bethesda Metro station. The need for this 
entrance was anticipated when the station was initially built but deferred until station 
usage required it(see Chapters 2.2.1, 2.3.1, and 7.2.1, for further discussion of the 
proposed South Entrance). 


East of the Bethesda CBD in the Purple Line corridor, single-family and some multi- 
family residences predominate, with some small-scale commercial development at Chevy 
Chase Lake at Connecticut Avenue. 


Similarly in this section, there are descriptions of the CBDs in each of the other built-up 
areas and the reasons why the Purple Line fits the character of these areas. For each area, 
Bethesda, Silver Spring, Takoma Park/Langley, UMd/College Park and New Carrollton 
several sentences describe the downtown area and the development and growth in the 
area and why the Purple Line is in alignment with the existing growth and plans. But all 
the other frontage that is not part of the CBD is described in a one bare bones sentence 
with no mention of how the Purple Line might negatively or positively impact these 
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areas. Some areas do not even merit that meager amount of attention. No mention at all 
is made of the existing residential use areas in College Park or New Carrollton. Those 
areas, and the people who call those areas their neighborhood, did not make the cut for 
being included in the “Existing Land Use” of the FEIS. 


Most importantly, the “Existing Land Use” section makes absolutely no mention of the 
Capital Crescent Trail or the tens of thousands of annual users of this popular, heavily 
used existing green-space and recreation treasure! In light of the fact that these same 
communities have been advocating for the uninterrupted continuance of the existing 
Trail, it is hard to see how this omission in the list of current land use is a mere oversight. 


Jumping forward to Chapter 4 in the section that deals with noise issues, the document 
details what studies have been done to assess the impact of the proposed Purple Line. 
The assessment categorizes the noise impact differently for different types of spaces and 
their uses; commercial areas, residential areas and park-like areas where quiet is an 
intrinsic aspect of the normal use of the space. For each area the existing noise level and 
the forecast noise levels are used to assess what degree of impact the Purple Line would 
have. The impact on single family residential use whenever the Purple Line tracks are 
curved or change grade level will be considerable: a loud metal-on-metal squeal only 
slightly mitigated by skirts and retaining walls will severely impact on these residential 
areas an estimated 150 times per day. The quality of life in these areas will be impacted 
significantly by loud, unpleasant industrial noise. Of interest is that the projected noise 
on the Capital Crescent Trail impacting walkers/hikers/bikers is not assessed, nor is the 
existing trail treated as the de facto park that it is in the assessment of noise impact. As 
suggested in the paragraph above, omission of the existing trail/park once may have been 
an accident, twice is beginning to appear intentional. The fact that the noise impact to the 
de facto park would be categorized as severe and with no significant mitigation possible 
may have also played a part in not including it in the assessment. 


Another omission occurs in an appendix in which the concerns, petitions and surveys 
conducted during the “town hall” meeting are addressed. These are included in the 
AA/DEIS Comments & Responses section of the document which states: FTA and MTA 
grouped the comments into common themes and prepared responses to each theme. This 
appendix contains FTA’s and MTA’s topical responses on the following themes: 


Support for the Purple Line 

Opposition to the Purple Line 

Opposition to Alignment along the Georgetown Branch Right-of-Way (e. The 
Capital Crescent Hiker-Biker Trail) 

Support for Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) 

Support for the Jones Bridge Road Alignment 

Opposition to the Wayne Avenue Surface Alignment, Support for a Tunnel Under 
Wayne Avenue, and Opposition to a station at Dale Drive 

Suggestions to Consider other Modes of Transportation or Technologies 
Opposition to Build Alternatives and Options not included in the Preferred 
Alternative 

Cost and Funding 
Ridership 
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Environmental and Social Concerns 

Transportation and Safety Concerns 

Specific Design Concerns 

Concerns with the Alignment through University of Maryland (UMD) 
Concerns with the Alignment along Ellin Road and the New Carrollton Station 
Area 

Suggestions for Extensions or Connections to Purple Line 
Suggestions for Other Alternatives 

Suggestionsto Fund Other Projects 

Comments Regarding Public Outreach 

Information Requests 
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The document then goes on to address each of these in turn. It is important to note that 
no table is given to show the response numbers to each of these sections. In commenting 
on Section A, in the Summary of Comments it is stated that: 


Overall, the AA/DEIS, public hearings, and comment process generated widespread and 
strong support for the Purple Line. Approximately 1,570 commenters stated support for 
the Purple Line. In addition, there were 12 petitions, containing over 3,300 signatures 
that stated support for the Purple Line and LRT in particular. 


Oddly enough, when they get to Section B, Those Opposed, they decide to divide those 
opposed into separate smaller groups, starting with those that are just opposed in general. 
The document says: 


Approximately 190 commenters expressed overall opposition to the Purple Line project. 
This does not include those who may oppose a portion of the Purple Line alignment, 
which are addressed in other responses 


Section C 1s specific to those opposed to putting anything on the Capital Crescent Trail, 
and gives this information: 


Approximately 1,170 comments, as well as one petition, recommended locating the 
transitway somewhere other than the Georgetown Branch right-of-way to ensure that the 
Capital Crescent Trail retains the character of the existing Georgetown Branch Interim 
Trail (i.e., the unpaved trail that currently exists within a portion of the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way). 


I personally signed at least three petitions against placing any form of transitway on the 
Capital Crescent Trail, however, apparently only one, with an unknown number of 
signatories was counted. 


The document then goes on to the other specific reasons why people are opposed but, 
most importantly, provides no specifics on the numbers involved! Further, if there were 
even 211 more people opposed the Purple Line for any of the other 17 other reasons 
listed (D through T), then the Purple Line would fail a popular vote! Odd how the FEIS 
and all the Purple Line literature continue to state that there is “widespread and strong 
support for the Purple Line’’. It is well known that there are large business interests that 


have given their strong backing to the development of the Purple Line. However the 
number of citizen comments in this impact statement tell another story. 


Finally, as a businessman/analyst it looks to me as though the accepting the 
recommendation to invest $2.152B is simply a poor investment! The primary reason 
listed throughout the FEIS for the need for the Purple Line is to save commuter time in 
daily trips along the East-West corridor between Bethesda and College Park. It is 
projected that there will be 74,160 passenger boards daily (a number which far exceeds 
the current 39,000 Metro Rail boards in the same regions). The ridership number 
assumes a projected 34.5% increase in local population by the year 2040. Elsewhere the 
FEIS predicts 34,800 saved hours of commuter time each work day. dividing these 
numbers means that 38 minutes must be saved per passenger, which is inconsistent with a 
mention elsewhere in the FEIS that the savings from Bethesda to Silver Spring will be 
just 9 minutes and Bethesda to New Carrollton 29 minutes. However, if we were to 
allow the full 34,800 hours saved at an estimated transit rider annual income of $80K and 
figure in the projected maintenance cost of $38M. A net present value calculation can be 
made using standard discount rates, and also assuming the projected 2040 ridership for 
every year begins right away, and also assuming that the operating costs and construction 
costs will not be higher than expected (not a very common occurrence), and then the 
present value of all time savings offset against operations is just $2.55B. This is a high 
risk project. The return on investment, less than $400M over the life of the project, and 
negative if we allow for the uncertainty of the some of the numbers presented, simply 
does not justify the investment. 


To conclude, I gave 4 hours to reading these documents and taking notes on them. The 
issues that I have discussed above are just some of the bigger things that jumped out at 
me during that time. I looked closely at less than 10% of the material. But what I read 
was often incorrect, misstated or misleading. It stands to reason that a close read of the 
rest of the document would fare similarly. The document includes huge discrepancies, 
omissions, misleading statements and very little objectivity. If I were a politician 
associated with this project I would run, not walk, to distance myself from anything to do 
with it. Since a FEIS is meant to help decision-makers make an informed decision about 
whether a project should move forward, I would suggest that any decision-maker who is 
being provided with such a biased and misleading document should indicate that they are 
not willing to be misled and vote against this project moving forward. 


Sincerely, 


Paul Carroll 

Bachelors of Science (Physics), Georgetown University 

Bachelor of Science (Mechanical Engineering), Catholic University of America 
Masters of Business Administration, Smith School of Business, University of Maryland 
Chevy Chase, MD 
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Randy 
Teslik 
rteslik@AKINGUMP.COM 


The Purple Line will be an environmental disaster. The destruction of 
thousands of trees is borderline criminal - it has taken many decades for 
these trees to mature and provide shade and beauty to our 
surroundings. Moreover, the noise that will be created by omnipresent 
trains will destroy the solitude of this urban oasis. With urban 
development crushing in on all of us who live in areas impacted by this 
ill-advised project, the Capitol Crescent trail has provided a wonderful 
retreat and area for exercise and congregation, with its comforting 
silence and its pleasant shade. Its users have created a community that 
we have all enjoyed and valued. This project is urban destruction at its 
worst, driven by developers and special interest groups with misguided 
goals and intentions. Much can be said (and has been said) about why 
the region does not need and cannot afford this project, but the 
environmental impact that has been ignored by those who typically 
would be the first to be critical - a result of very odd political alliances - 
cannot and should not be ignored by our government officials who are 
charged with protecting citizens from intrusions like this. | urge you to 
put a stop to this madness. 


W. Randolph Teslik 

AKIN GUMP STRAUSS HAUER & FELD LLP 

1333 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. | Washington, DC 20036-1564 | 
USA | Direct: +1 202.887.4287 | Internal: 24287 

Fax: +1 202.887.4288 | 
rteslikK@akingump.com<mailto:rteslikK@akingump.com> | 
akingump.com<hittp://www.akingump.com> | 
Bio<http://www.akingump.com/rteslik> 





IRS Circular 230 Notice Requirement: This communication is not given 
in the form of a covered opinion, within the meaning of Circular 230 
issued by the United States Secretary of the Treasury. Thus, we are 
required to inform you that you cannot rely upon any tax advice 
contained in this communication for the purpose of avoiding United 
States federal tax penalties. In addition, any tax advice contained in this 
communication may not be used to promote, market or recommend a 
transaction to another party. 


The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the 
personal and confidential use of the recipient(s) named above. If you 
have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately 
by e-mail, and delete the original message. 
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Patricia 

Bonnard 
pjbonnard@yahoo.com 
Dear FEIS 


Creating a purple line in place or the Capital Crescent Trail is a mistake 
and not what |, my family, my neighbors and many others in this area 
want. Let's be honest, even If you maintain a trail along the rail line, the 
trail will be ruined. It's a beautiful stretch of green used by so many 
people running, walking, biking, strolling. | use it nearly every day for my 
run so | can personally attest to its use. | find it peaceful anda 
wonderful piece of nature. A train will change all of that. I, in my wildest 
dreams, thought the state of Maryland would one day enhance and 
extend the trail through Silver Spring. That's the kind of state | thought | 
lived in. 


Commuting is difficult, but why not fix what's currently broken. The Red 
Line is always under repair. The travel times vary from 25 minutes to an 
hour (no exaggeration). The walls are wet, the escalators are always out 
and the train is too infrequent in the evening. It's unsafe to pack onto the 
platform around 9:00 - 9:30 when everyone from the theater, game, etc 
are descending on the very few trains at that hour. There's inadequate 
parking at the metro for park and metro commuting. Buses are irregular, 
bus stops do not always have signs stating the buses that stop, non of 
the bus stops have route maps, most stops have no weather cover. 
There is no good means of connecting the areas around the beltway, 
linking within the current system. These aren't new issues. They all have 
clear solutions, but it seems there's never any money to resolve them. 
Instead, the purple line is proposed. 


Please drop the Purple Line and fix the current mass transit issues. Let's 
create a well-function, efficient system instead of expanding and ruining 
a beautiful scenic area that 1,000s use and love and instead of ruining 
the peace and quiet of the neighborhoods to be effected. The Purple 
Line is riddled with problems already: safety, noise, connecting under 
Wisconsin Ave. It is ludicrous to think that runners, bikers, dog walkers 
and baby strollers, etc should, could or would want to use the trail when 
it's so close to the train. You'll be creating a dead zone. This is nota 
multi-use project but a multi-use legitimation. Let's start to use public 
money wisely and create a great place to live and work, investing in 
what we already have. 


Thank you for listening 
Patricia 


Patricia Bonnard, PhD 

Senior Agricultural Economist and Food Security Adviser 
Washington, DC area 

4909 Flint Drive 

Bethesda, MD 20816 
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First Name: Bonnie 
Last Name : Coe 
Email Address : bcoe1@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : To Whom It May Concern: 


Please Please leave the Capital Crescent Trail alone! | use itas a 
C3 commuter trail with many benefits that cars and public transit don't 
offer: it is a beautiful slice of the natural world snaking through 

the overdevelopment of our region. One can ride along in peace and 

tranquility and safely arrive at ones destination having caused no 

pollution, no danger or harm to the ecosystem. Please don't spoil 

this scarce and fragile corridor of sanity in our region. 


Thank you for listening. 


Bonnie Coe 
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First Name : Emily 
Last Name : Armstrong 
Email Address : emily.arm@gmail.com 
Submission Content/Notes : Pe relatively new to the area - lived here 7.5 years now - and one of 
main attractions to living in this neighborhood is the CCT. Until one 
lad there is simply no way to capture just *how much* 


satisfaction and enjoyment a trail like this adds to a city. Granted, with 
the increasing population density in the region, additional public 
transportation options are a significant consideration; however, 
expanding 

public transportation at the expense of a trail that winds through lush 
greenery -- which is itself a viable and greatly-used commuter route -- is 
pure insanity at worst and is horrendous short-sighted at best. There is 
no way that a "line" put through on, or even near, the CCT will not have 
serious adverse effects on the surrounding greenery and the solace the 
trail offers its many users. 


| beg you, please re-consider other options for expanding metro, and do 
not 
destroy the natural beauty of the CCT. 


Yours sincerely, 
Emily Armstrong 
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Aaron M. 
Panner 
apanner@khhte.com 


| write to express my concern that construction of an above-ground light- 
rail line on the current Capital Crescent Trail between Silver Spring and 
Bethesda will degrade the environment and quality of life for all the 
residents of the affected communities. | have used the trail regularly for 
years - for running, for biking with my children, and for walking. | know 
how heavily used and greatly enjoyed the trail is. Turning that forested 
pathway into a concrete, industrial landscape would be tragic. The plans 
do not and cannot provide an adequate path to replace the current trail. 
The noise of trains will render even that inadequate path essentially 
unusable - particularly for children. The construction will isolate 
Bethesda from Rock Creek trail and Silver Spring for runners and bikers. 


Runners like me tend to be environmentalists, and we support public 
transportation. But the planned Purple Line will offer few benefits at 
extraordinary cost, with terrible visual and auditory impacts. The plan 
should not be allowed to proceed. 


Thank you. 


Aaron Panner 


Aaron M. Panner 

Kellogg, Huber, Hansen, Todd, Evans & Figel, P.L.L.C. 

1615 M Street, N.W. 

Suite 400 

Washington, DC 20036 

(202) 326-7921 

NOTICE: This transmission is intended only for the use of the 
addressee and may contain information that is privileged, confidential 
and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the 
intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering 
the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly 
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify the sender immediately via reply e-mail, and then destroy all 
instances of this communication. Thank you. 
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First Name : Sherburne 
Last Name : Laughlin 
Email Address : slaughlin@american.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : | am writing to express my extreme opposition to deforestation of the 
Capital Crescent Trail as a result of the Purple Line. | am opposed to the 
E71 complete deforestation of the Trail as a result of the project, including 
: over 130 specimen trees (>30" in diameter). 


| will not vote for anyone supporting this project in its current form. 


Sherburne Laughlin 


Sherburne Laughlin 

Students: Sign up for office hours by cutting and pasting in your browser: 
http://slaughlin.youcanbook.me/ 

Director, Arts Management Program 

Senior Professorial Lecturer 

American University 

Katzen Arts Center 215 

202-885-3485 

Cell: 301-257-1983 (preferred) 

http://artsmanagement.american.edu 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Diane 
Charness 
dc@highertalentinc.com 


| am a Crescent Trail user and lover. | use the Trail almost daily to bike 
and walk to work and downtown Bethesda. | believe the proposed train 
location will be detrimental to my enjoyment of and safety on the trail 
and | oppose the closeness of the noise to where | exercise and 
commute. Please reconsider. 


Diane Charness 

President 

Higher Talent, Inc. 

301-320-9007 office 

301-320-7209 fax 
dc@highertalentinc.com<mailto:dc@highertalentinc.com> 
www.highertalentinc.com<http://www.highertalentinc.com/> 


[cid:image001 .jog@01CEC981.AA353160] 
"It Takes Talent To Find Talent" 


image001.jpg (3 kb) 
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First Name : Ezequiel 
Last Name : Molina 
Email Address : ejmolina@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The trail is a treasure of nature for all of us to enjoy. My family and | run 
and bike on the trail regularly and we love it as it is. We see thousands 


of people do the same. Please do not destroy it by building the purple 
line. 
Thank you. 


Ezequiel 
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First Name : Drew 
Last Name : Poland 
Email Address : drew@iheartargyle.com 


Submission Content/Notes : It would be much appreciated :) 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


ANDREA 
ALDERDICE 
ANDREA.ALDERDICE@Inf.com 


| am a 5th generation Washingtonian, presently living in Silver Spring. | 
have lived in DC, Bethesda, Potomac, and after 55 years recently 
moved to be closer in to the city and all it affords. Many "boomers" are 
taking this step, after years of paying Montgomery County taxes, to be 
able to walk and exercise near our homes to our closest city. My 
husband and | both work in and own commercial property in Silver 
Spring and are looking forward to the Purple Line coming. 


| was distressed to hear that the Capital Crescent Trail now may be in 
jeopardy of stopping before it reaches Silver Spring. As | understand it 
there are options for an off-road CCT that bypasses the CSXT right-of- 
way, should CSXT refuse to cooperate on the trail. Please commit to 
designing and building the best feasible off-road CCT extension into 
downtown Silver Spring, in coordination with Montgomery County, 
consistent with the promises that have been made to the community for 
over two decades. 


Thank you, 


Andy Alderdice 

1002 S. Mansion Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
301-466-5898 
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First Name: 
Last Name : 


Email Address : 


Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Lynn 
Raskin 
lraskin@comcast.net 


The rider usage has be estimated for cars traveling on the beltway. 
However, no parking lots are provided for people using the Purple Line. 
Therefore the Purple line will not be a convenient substitute form of 
transportation for auto users. Furthermore, it would be more efficient for 
Metro, which has a right of way already along the Beltway, to build this 
line. The placement of the Purple line stations would be better served 

b 


¥ 
linking to existing Metro stations (such as NIH). The loss of the Capitol 
Crescent Trail to the purple line in Chevy Chase and Bethesda is an 


incalculable loss and the current plan disturbs residential neighborhoods 
and will create horrendous traffic patterns for years. 


Best wishes, 


Lynn 


Lynn Raskin Sells Notable Homes 


Lynn Raskin 
image001.jpg (15 kb) 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Chris 
Campbell 
campbellc4@gmail.com 


The only thing | see here that | would change is adding or moving a 
stop to the National Archives II building. It is located along Adelphi Ave 
just north of the "Adelphi Road West Campus" stop that is currently 
marked 

on the planned map. 


The Archive II building brings a lot of people into the area. Both 
federal workers and public visitors from all over the world. Having a stop 
at the Archive II building would be the better choice for those commuters 
and help give the project a more stable revenue flow. 


Without a atop at the Archive II building most if not all of those 
federal workers will continue to use the current bus routes to commute 
and 
the public visitors will most likely still have to take a bus to the 
nearest rail station. If it is cheaper to ride the C8 bus to the College 
Park Station why would | want to get off the bus at University Drive to 


get 

on the Purple Line? | wouldn't and that can add up to a lot of lost 
revenue 

over the total of even one month. 


| request / suggest that the Purple Line include a stop for the 
National Archives and Records Administration Building II located at. 
8601 Adelphi Road 
College Park, MD 20740 


Thank you for your time. 
Chris M. Campbell 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Motichand.Dyal@kp.org 


Dear Purple Line Team, 

| am the owner of one of the Arliss Knolls townhouses located on Arliss 

Street Silver Spring. In your Summer 2013 Purple Line news bulletin, it 

is noted that the line will now run on the west side of Arliss Street. | 

have also read that the town houses along Arliss Street will either 

become 

eminent domain or be bought up by commercial developers. | am very 

concerned about not knowing what exactly will happen to my home of 

twenty 

two years. The last Purple Line planning design | saw for the Arliss 

Street Long Branch vicinity, was that the area where the Arliss Knolls 

omnes are located will become a common area with benches etc. 
uc 

information is available online about the Purple Line, but the Arliss 

Knolls townhouse residents know very little about what will happen to 

their homes. 


Can you please advise what plans are being proposed for the Arliss 
Knolls 

Townhouses on Arliss Street and whether these plans are final. 
Thank you in advance for your response. 


Motichand Dyal 

Patient Financial Services 
Financial Controls Manager 
2101 East Jefferson Street 
Rockville, MD 20852 
Phone: 301-816-6271 

FAX: 301-388-1751 


NOTICE TO RECIPIENT: If you are not the intended recipient of this 
e-mail, you are prohibited from sharing, copying, or otherwise using or 
disclosing its contents. If you have received this e-mail in error, 
please notify the sender immediately by reply e-mail and permanently 
delete this e-mail and any attachments without reading, forwarding or 
saving them. Thank you. 
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First Name : Jennifer 
Last Name : Bellis 
Email Address : joluebellis@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : As a Montgomery County taxpayer and a property owner | believe the 


Purple 

Line is needlessly expensive, and unacceptably intrusive and invasive, 
especially when there is a much better and cheaper option--a dedicated 
bus 

lane. 


My understanding is that long ago, before the financial collapse of 2008 
changed the economy, the much less problematic dedicated bus line 
was 

rejected because, “people don't like buses.” If that was ever true it’s 
changed, especially with the advent of the very comfortable, clean and 
inexpensive buses that go from the Washington area to NYC. | used to 
bea 

train only person, but like everyone | know I’ve changed. 


The cost of constructing a dedicated bus line is significantly less than 
the train option, and the result is more flexible and less of a 
neighborhood intrusion. The unpopular, loud, unsightly and invasive 
electrical stations wouldn’t be needed, and if there was ever an 
emergency, 

or local event, or community building recreational activity (like a 
bikeathon or marathon) the extra traffic lanes could temporarily be put 
to 

good use--not so with train tracks. 


A dedicated bus lane would also mean less long term expense and 
inconvenience. Bus lanes require less expensive maintenance than train 
tracks, so fares could be kept lower, tax revenue could be put to other 
uses, and passengers would not be inconvenienced while the work on 
the 

tracks and trains is being done. The Metro trains have become 
expensive to 

ride and on weekends the system is inconvenient to the point of almost 
being useless because of maintenance work. The people | come into 
contact 

with are increasingly riding the bus lines instead of the Metro trains. 


Besides these practical concerns which | have had since | first learned 
about the Purple Line plans, | recently found | have a personal reason 
for 

opposing the project as it is now conceived--the electrical substations 
along Wayne Avenue will be one block from my home. | am angry about 
the 

negative impacts that will have on my community, degrading both the 
quality 

of life and taxpayer property values. 


Well planned and smoothly functioning public transportation will enhance 
Montgomery County. A dedicated bus lane would serve this purpose, but 
the 

Purple Line light rail option is too costly and disruptive in both the 

short and long term to be good for our neighborhoods. 

Jennifer Bellis 

9121 Saffron Lane 


Silver Spring, MD 20901 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Information 
Request 


Pamela 

Roscoe 
roscoe@jacobssf.com 
Hello, 


Our firm would like to see the Structural Plans for the Purple Line 
project. 


We downloaded and reviewed the plans on 
http://www.purplelinemd.com/en/studies-reports/feis-document FEIS 
Document - Volume II. 

In the Index and within the package it mentions STR for Structural 
Drawings, but they are not included. Are they available for viewing? 


Sincerely, 
Pamela Roscoe 
Pamela J. Roscoe, CPSM 


Marketing Manager 
www.jacobssf.com<http://www.jacobssf.com> 





Submission Content/Notes : As a Montgomery County taxpayer and a property owner | believe the 
Purple 
Line is needlessly expensive, and unacceptably intrusive and invasive, 
especially when there is a much better and cheaper option--a dedicated 
bus 
lane. 


My understanding is that long ago, before the financial collapse of 2008 
changed the economy, the much less problematic dedicated bus line 
was 

rejected because, “people don't like buses.” If that was ever true it’s 
changed, especially with the advent of the very comfortable, clean and 
inexpensive buses that go from the Washington area to NYC. | used to 
bea 

train only person, but like everyone | know I’ve changed. 


The cost of constructing a dedicated bus line is significantly less than 
the train option, and the result is more flexible and less of a 
neighborhood intrusion. The unpopular, loud, unsightly and invasive 
electrical stations wouldn’t be needed, and if there was ever an 
emergency, 

or local event, or community building recreational activity (like a 
bikeathon or marathon) the extra traffic lanes could temporarily be put 
to 

good use--not so with train tracks. 


A dedicated bus lane would also mean less long term expense and 
inconvenience. Bus lanes require less expensive maintenance than train 
tracks, so fares could be kept lower, tax revenue could be put to other 
uses, and passengers would not be inconvenienced while the work on 
the 

tracks and trains is being done. The Metro trains have become 
expensive to 

ride and on weekends the system is inconvenient to the point of almost 
being useless because of maintenance work. The people | come into 
contact 

with are increasingly riding the bus lines instead of the Metro trains. 


Besides these practical concerns which | have had since | first learned 
about the Purple Line plans, | recently found | have a personal reason 
for 

opposing the project as it is now conceived--the electrical substations 
along Wayne Avenue will be one block from my home. | am angry about 
the 

negative impacts that will have on my community, degrading both the 
quality 

of life and taxpayer property values. 


Well planned and smoothly functioning public transportation will enhance 
Montgomery County. A dedicated bus lane would serve this purpose, but 
the 

Purple Line light rail option is too costly and disruptive in both the 

short and long term to be good for our neighborhoods. 

Jennifer Bellis 

9121 Saffron Lane 


Silver Spring, MD 20901 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #511 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Information 
Request 


Mike 
Nash 
MANCPA@GMAIL.COM 


> From: Mike Nash[SMTP:MANCPA@GMAIL.COM] 
> Sent: Tuesday, October 01, 2013 10:37:20 AM 

> To: MTA Purple Line 

> Subject: Agreement with country club at Conn Ave 
> Auto forwarded by a Rule 


> 
> Does the Purple Line have authority to make agreements like this one 
| 


> read about in the Washington Post in secret or without public comment 
>? 

> 

> Please provide cite. Thanks 


> 
> Sent from my iPhone 
> 
> 
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First Name : Isaac 
Last Name : Hantman 
Email Address : neweyesack007@comcast.net 


Submission Content/Notes : 





From: new zak <neweyesack007@comcast.net> 
Sent: Saturday, September 28, 2013 2:32 PM 
To: Purple Line FEIS 

Subject: FEIS -- NOISE & Safety 


Sirs, 


attached are my comments on the draft Final EIS the MTA has done 
for the porprosed Purple Line. 


thank you for your attention and response 


Subject Purple Line Safety and FEIS noise control issues 


Dear Sirs, 


This letter is confined to the issue of train generated noise; especially in 
the area between the west side of the tunnel under Wisconsin Ave and 
the east side of the Columbia Country Club. 


This area has many residences on both the northern and southern sides 
of the proposed Purple Line Right of Way (ROW) which are extremely 
close to the ROW. These detached residences were not built to 
withstand vibration or block out high decibels of sound as the ROW has 
been a very quiet all the 41 years | have lived at the above address, and 
well before that. Additionally there are literally hundreds of residents of 
the Riviera Apartment building whose rear property line is but 15 -30 feet 
away from the ROW. Thus hundreds, perhaps thousands of residents 
will suffer serious noise and vibration from 5:30 AM until 12:30 PM ( the 
proposed Purple Line hours of operation ) which will among other things 
greatly disturb their ability to sleep through the night. 


The above facts render the FEIS proposed 4 foot high sound barrier on 
the south side of the ROW ineffective and the lack of any sound barrier 
on the north side even more so; it is completely unacceptable to the 
nearby residents 


What is needed instead is an 8 ft high noise barrier on the South side of 
the trail and an 8 foot high, transparent, SAFETY and NOISE barrier 
between the train tracks and the hiker biker trail (now planned to be on 
the North side of the Tracks) most of the way from the above mentioned 
tunnel and the golf course. 


SAFETY will be greatly enhanced by the inclusion of an 8 foot high, 
TRANSPARENT, 


Noise barrier between the tracks and trail. Safety must be an overriding 
concern especially since the trail in this area is heavily traveled by BCC 
High School students who are teenagers and prone to taking excessive 
risks | Only an 8 foot high TRANSPARENT barrier will be sufficient to 
deter young, agile, risk taking teenagers from being present on the 
tracks. The same is true for the toddlers being cared for on properties 
immediately abutting the ROW south of Montgomery Ave and on the 
North side of the tracks. Furthermore since the trail is so heavily used 
and sometimes crowded accidents and collisions do occur which might 
cause a pedestrian or biker to be thrown onto the tracks and in the path 
of an oncoming train. The proposed barrier would prevent that. The 
TRANSPARENT nature of the sound/safety barrier(s) would make the 
project more attractive and non-claustrophobic as sight lines would be 
maintained. 


You are URGED to visit the incredibly highly effective TRANSPARENT 
noise and safety barrier on the north side of the north span of the Wilson 
Bridge which carries 12 (TWELVE) lanes of traffic (mostly heavy trucks) 
between Alexandria, VA and National Harbor, MD. The barrier runs 
from the Alexandria Plaza (near the intersection of S. Royal and 
Jefferson Streets to the Potomac Rover waterline and is between the 
northernmost lanes of traffic and the Bridge's hiker biker ‘trail’. You will 
be amazed at what you don't and do hear during your short walk 


Lastly, it is extremely difficult to understand the reasoning for MTA 
proposing a noise barrier on the south side of the project but not on the 
north. An explanation would be appreciated 


Yours truly, 


Isaac Hantman' 
new eyesack007@comcast.net<mailto:eyesack0O07@comcast.net>' 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Jan 
Thomas 
jan@janthomas.com 


Please be responsible and look to the long term, not just to the 
convenience 
of today! 


This line should be built underground! Bethesda and Silver Spring are 
now 

Urban. Once they were suburban but not anymore. Putting the Purple 
line 

above ground here is as crazy as putting all the downtown subway 
above 

ground. You will be dividing the County, creating bearers, limiting the 
possibilities, for generation after generation to come. Subways should 
be 

underground. Who wants a train running through this part of 
Montgomery 

County We want a Subway! If you can't afford to do it underground, 
wait! 

Find the money and do it right the first time! 


| hope someone has the courage and believes in possibilities enough to 
propose this! 


Jan Thomas 


11-26-12 New Colored Logo JPEG 


Jan - 301-520-5179 <mailto:Jan@JanThomas.com> 
Jan@JanThomas.com 

www.JanThomas.com 

Long and Foster Real Estate, Inc. 

Bethesda Office, 7700 Old Georgetown Road, Bethesda, MD 20814 
Long & Foster - 240-497-1700 

Fax - 888-407-5248 


image002.jpg (11 kb) 
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First Name: 
Last Name: 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Austin 
Lee 
Spring Beer & Wine 


austinlee78@hotmail.com 


My name is Austin Lee and | am the owner of Spring Beer & Wine. I’m 
extremely concerned about my business. Due to the proposed 
demolition of Spring Center located on the 8600 block of 16th Street, 
Silver Spring, MD, | stand to lose my business and the life savings that 
my family and | invested into our business. The only compensation | 
stand to receive are relocation and re-establishment costs. This is hardly 
just compensation for a business that my family and | have worked to 
build and grow through the years. Relocating is not a equitable solution. 
Trying to find a new location is not an easy task and even if | do find a 
suitable location the hurdles associated with trying to build and grow a 
new business during these difficult economic times is like playing 
Russian roulette with our livelihood. | will keep it short for now, however 
this is an issue that will continue to grow and fester until a fair and just 
compensation package is proposed. Sincerely, 

Austin Lee 
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First Name : Caleb 
Last Name : Kriesberg 
Email Address : cenwood@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Mike Madden and/or To Whom Else This May Concern: 


Greetings. | was a volunteer member of the Purple Line Advisory Group 
C3 to the Park & Planning Commission a few years back. | have been 
concerned about the planned destruction of the forest along the Trail 

between my current home in Silver Spring and my childhood home of 


Bethesda. 
C4 One of my ideas or suggestions that matched the State's was to have 
NO CATENARY WIRES ALONG THE TRAIL. This would allow shade 


trees one day to return there, and even for large shade trees to be 
planted there. 


This was the best compromise | could come up with. Now I've heard 
from the mayor of Chevy Chase, and from activists | support, that this 
plan has been abandoned, that there would be wires there. | consider 
this policy reversal a betrayal. 


Please do what you can -- which is more than you're proposing -- to 
E.11 maintain a forest along the bike trail. 


Best, 

-Caleb Kriesberg 
Thayer Ave 

Silver Spring 20910 
301-305-5572 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


C. 
Minor 
cyminor@yahoo.com 


| must first say that | was excited 

about the purple line being developed because | was hoping that it 
would alleviate 

some of the i95 and i495 highway traffic by making the metro area more 
accessible to the outer metro area (Upper Mont. Co. & Howard Co), but 
looking at the plans it does nothing but connect the existing metro line to 
each other (So. Mont & PG). People 

who travel into the city from Columbia, Laurel, Beltsville are still left to 
he with interstate traffic and those who don’t use the inter-county 
to 

road. | drive 30 mins to get to the 

green line and then connect to the red to get to Bethesda and that totals 
5 


hour and 30 mins one way (not including traffic). | still don’t chose to 
drive, 

but it’s really not a benefit to drive in the 30 mins of traffic just to get to 
the Green line to get to the probably still 

congested purple line that’s going to have 30 stops before | get to where 
| 


have to go and it will still take an hour. | don’t understand. This seems 
useless. (much as the red lines U shape 

bat nothing in between, and now 30 year later another useless 20 
million 

dollar project which 30 years later won’t allow the convenience of a 
straight 

line) 


My suggestion: start the purple line 

through new carrollton, but bring it out toward bowie/Laurel area, 
through Beltsville 

and down to silver Spring then over to Bethesda. At least it would open 
up the transit system and allow 

the local highway drivers to park and ride instead of have to take the 
highway 

30 mins to a park and ride. 


Thanks 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Frank 
Sheehan 
francissheehan@yahoo.com 





From: Frank Sheehan <francissheehan@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 3:07 AM 

To: Purple Line Outreach Team 

Subject: My Thoughts on the Purple Line 


I'm opposed to the Purple Line-well, at least in its present form. I'm not 
against mass transit, but the current proposal for the Purple Line just 
does not dream big. 


Whatever is built should be part of a rail line that encircles the entire city, 
not just connect Montgomery and Prince Georges counties. I'm not the 
only one who has bigger aspirations for the Purple Line/circle line either, 
considering part of the Wilson Bridge is reserved for a future rail line and 
Gubernatorial candidate, Doug Gensler, has recently said he is 
committed to bringing MetroRail to National Harbor in Prince Georges 
County. | imagine whatever is built would part of this future circle line. 


The current proposal for the Purple Line would be too slow to be part of 
a line that line. If high-speed rail, like MetroRail is built around the city, 
what would be the role of the Purple Line? Who would use it if there 
were a faster option? 


Shouldn't any money we spend on mass transit be part of a bigger 
solution that serves the entire Washington region? 


Frank Sheehan 
francissheehan@yahoo.com 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Information 
Request 


Eleanor C. 

Demasco 
eleanor.c.demasco.civ@mail.mil 
Sir, 


| have made several attempts to access the Purpleline FEIS report 
through this website and purplelinemd.com website and been 
unsuccessful. The Garrison has been requested to review and submit 
comments. Is it possible to send this document to us via email? Please 
feel free to call me if you have any questions. 


Eleanor C. Demasco 

Master Planner 

USAG Forest Glen 

Office: (301) 295-7315 

Fax: (301) 295-7306 
eleanor.c.demasco.civ@mail.mil 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #522 DETAIL 








First Name: Fred 
Last Name : Zbar 
Email Address : fzbar@comcast.net 


Submission Content/Notes : The purple line should NEVER be built for it's intrusive nature on the 
existing population along the Crescent Trail. It will also overwhelm the 
community for new services. An additional problem will be the issue of 
theft & holdups. 


The Chevy Chase & Bethesda communities will hold the politicians 
accountable. 


Most sincerely yours, 
F. Zbar 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #523 DETAIL 








First Name : Robert 

Last Name : Posner 

Business/Agency/Associati East Bethesda COmmunity Association 

on Name : 

Email Address : robertposner2@yahoo.com 

Submission Content/Notes : Spee is the comment of the East Bethesda Community Association 
regarding 


the Purple Line's FEIS. 


Robert Posner 


EBCA 


THE EAST BETHESDA COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION’S (EBCA) 
POSITION ON PROPOSED PURPLE LINE 


The EBCA’s past position on the possible conflict between the tree-lined 
Capital Crescent trail and the proposed Purple Line’s use of the Trail was 
“Save the Capital Crescent Trail”. 


Now that the Final Environmental Impact Study (FEIS) was released by the 
State after several years in the making, there is sufficient information to 
clarify the EBCA position. 


The State’s plan is based on projected future ridership travelling east-west 
in Prince George County and Montgomery County. The Purple Line ends 
in Bethesda, near Bethesda Row. It does not effectively attack the growing 
congestion of commuter traffic around NIH and the Navy Medical Center. 


The proposed Purple Line will remove the mature trees that shade walkers, 
runners, bicyclists and strollers on the Capital Crescent Trail during the 
heat of summer months and severely reduce our community’s canopy. 

The Trail, as we know it, is to be replaced by an exposed 12 foot wide 
cement sidewalk separated from the noise and motion of light rail trains by 
a 4 foot high wall. The replacement sidewalk is to be 12 feet wide with 2 
feet on either side of the cement for plantings. 


The total effect of a combined sidewalk and train tracks is a concrete swath 
about 30 feet wide exclusive of retaining walls and fencing. 


In effect, our community will lose the Capital Crescent Trail while massive 
north-south commute congestion on Wisconsin Avenue, Old Georgetown 
Road and Connecticut Avenue remains. 


PROPOSED: THAT EBCA REMAINS OPPOSED TO THE USE OF THE 
CAPITAL CRESCENT TRAIL RIGHT-OF-WAY BY THE PROPOSED 
PURPLE LINE AND URGES THE STATE TO ADDRESS TRAFFIC 
CONGESTION AROUND THE NIH AND NAVAL MEDICAL CENTER. 


September 18, 2013 
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First Name : Chester 
Last Name : Williams 
Email Address : chester.williams1@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : To whom it may concern, 
| think the Purple Line is an excellent project, and, after weighing the 
benefits to society with the cost to the environment, | think that this 
light rail line is favorable, and should be strongly considered for federal 
approval and funding. 
Sincerely, 


Chester Williams 
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First Name : Nathan 
Last Name : Arnold 
Email Address : nwarnold@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : After reviewing the recent FEIS for the Purple Line, | want to express my 
disappointment that no one explored the value of running the purple line 
underground from Connecticut Avenue to Wisconsin Avenue in 
Bethesda. It would mitigate the sound, save the trees and create a better 
way of life for resident. The cost may be higher, but | bet people would 
have said the same when the original Metro stations were built. Can you 
image Bethesda station above ground -- and how the community would 
have built up around it? It would not be nearly as residential. 


| think your "study" is shortsighted and has rose-colored glasses. Also, 
the new plan for downtown Bethesda is about as confusing as it gets 
and full of contingencies that no one can understand. I've read articles 
about it and seen your maps and have no idea how it will actually look. 
Maybe take a few hours and do a 3-d map...and please continue to 
explore all options. 


oO ine) 


Nathan Arnold 
Bethesda, MD 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #528 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Pat 

Leibowitz 
pleibowitz@yahoo.com 
Begin forwarded message: 


From: Pat Leibowitz 
<pleibowitz@yahoo.com<mailto:pleibowitz@yahoo.com>> 

Date: September 19, 2013, 9:22:11 AM EDT 

To: "outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>" 
<outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>> 
Subject: Note from Pat Leibowitz 

Reply-To: Pat Leibowitz 
<pleibowitz@yahoo.com<mailto:pleibowitz@yahoo.com>> 


Frankly, | can't beleive what a cheap shot it was to have a special 
"Purple Line for Kids" 

You offer the children coloring pages etc with a cute logo at the same 
time you are taking away a valuable park, walking/ biking path that many 
children enjoy. 


| think | would like to have an accounting of how much money has been 
spent on publicity to convince us that this Purple Line is worth it. | know 
it is worth it to the Chevy Chase Land Company and all the people who 
are employed in this endeavor. | still remains to be seen if it is worth it to 
us tax payers. 


Sincerely, Pat Leibowitz 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #529 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Daniel 

Schwartz 

schwartz_daniel@hotmail.com 

| am opposed to the Purple Line for a variety of reasons. 


1) | dislike the negative environmental impact that will result. 

2) | think the project is too costly and not beneficial. 

3) |am concerned about the high numbers of people that will commute 
and travel to my Silver Spring neighborhood and Montgomery County. 
This will increase congestion. It is important to note that many more 
people will be coming from Prince Georges County to Montgomery 
County for work rather than the other way around. 

4) |am concerned about the quality level of the people who influx into 
my neighborhood. 

5) 1am adamantly opposed that a stop is planned at the future Silver 
Spring library. That is right where | live. If there has to be a purple line, 
the stop at the Silver Spring library is not necessary because the metro 
stop is only two blocks away. 

6) The Purple Line will undo the trend of improving Silver Spring and 
making it a desirable place to live and work. Silver Spring is still ina 
transition state and the Purple Line will result in degradation and 
regression. 


Sincerely, 
Dan Schwartz 930 Wayne Ave# 809Silver Spring, MD. 20910 


301 493-8504 
Email: schwartz_daniel@hotmail.com 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #531 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Beth 

Shapiro 
bethskorner@gmail.com 
Begin forwarded message: 


From: Beth Shapiro 
<bethskorner@gmail.com<mailto:bethskorner@gmail.com>> 

Date: September 17, 2013, 7:40:31 PM EDT 

To: "outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>" 
<outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>> 
Subject: Purple Line comment 


Hi, 

As a lifelong resident of Bethesda and a current resident of Silver 
Spring, | as nicely and respectfully as possible, emplore whoever makes 
the decisions around here to "just build the darn Purple Line already!" 


Thanks. | Know there are many hoops and hurdles to cross in this 
process but its been years and years. 


Thank you. 
Beth K. Shapiro 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #532 DETAIL 





First Name : MATTHEW 
Last Name : PICARD 
Email Address : PicarM@holycrosshealth.org 


Submission Content/Notes : To whom it may concern: 

| am opposed to the purple line. It does not make financial or 
environmental sense. The expected resources for this project are simply 
not going to be available. The state of Maryland should not count on 
any Federal funding. By re-routing the current trail to Elm Street Park 
and placing the purple line in the Bethesda tunnel you are destroying a 
wonderful urban bikeway path. 


Matthew Picard, MD 
Kensington, MD 


Al | > 
Fe) ak, 
~ ) 
& oo 


Trinity Health MailGate made the following annotations 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail, including any attachments, is 
for the sole use of the intended recipient and may contain information 
that is confidential and privileged under state and Federal privacy laws. 
If you received this e-mail in error, be aware that any unauthorized use; 
disclosure, copying, or distribution is strictly prohibited. Please contact 
the sender immediately and destroy all copies of this message. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #533 DETAIL 





First Name : Mary 
Last Name : Gardiner 
Email Address : mary.gardiner@mac.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please don't destroy our trail. 
| am NOT in favor of the Purple Line! 


Sincerely, 


Mary Gardiner 
Montgomery County Resident 


Sent from my iPhone 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #534 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Mary Ann 

Fiaher 
maryannfisher4@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Mary Ann Fiaher 


5501 Scioto Road 
Bethesda, MD 20816 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #535 DETAIL 





First Name: Ellen 
Last Name : Cornelius 
Email Address : eccornie@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please maintain a quiet and tree-lined Capital Crescent Trail. | love the 
trail, especially the section that is near the Town of Chevy Chase. In 
fact, it is one of the reasons that | moved to this area of Montgomery 


County. Thanks, Ellen 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #537 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Zachary 

Skigen 
spam.sucks.hard+WABA@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Zachary Skigen 


1401 Blair Mill Rd #315 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #538 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Dominic 

Barranca 
Barrancad@GAO.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Dominic Barranca 


9602 Bristol Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #539 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Eddie 

Hyder 
eddiehyder@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Eddie Hyder 


1311 Dilston Rd. 
Silver Spring, MD 20903 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #540 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Clara 

Vega 
clara.vega@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Clara Vega 


5302 burling terr 
bethesda, MD 20814 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #541 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Henry 

Schuster 
mhenryschuster@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


As a Montgomery County resident and avid user of the Capital Crescent 
Trail for my bicycle commuting, | write to express my support for the 
Purple Line project because | support the accompanying work to 
complete the Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Henry Schuster 


7500 Bybrook Ln 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #542 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Lou 

Hostler 
lhostler@bread.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


| also feel that during construction of the Purple Line, every effort must 
be made to continue providing bikers, runners and walkers with a safe 
route between Silver Spring and Bethesda. This is a major bicycle 
commuter route and a major trail used by parents and their children to 
get outside and enjoy nature. This must be allowed to continue during 
construction. 


Thank you. 
Lou Hostler 


2133 Bucknell Ter 
Wheaton, MD 20902 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #543 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


ken 

stewart 
kensrun@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
ken stewart 


1224 Crockett lane 
silver spring, MD 20904 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #544 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jeff 

Lodge 
jeffreylodge@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jeff Lodge 


10312 Strathmore Hall St #T2 
Rockville, MD 20852 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #545 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Frank 

Velez 
frank.velez@nih.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Frank Velez 


2717 East West Highway 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #546 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Ryan 

Moreland 
rjm163@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Ryan Moreland 


6321 Johns Lane 
Dunkirk, MD 20754 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #547 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Tim 

O'Neill 
timon111549@msn.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Tim O'Neill 


26800 Ridge Road 
Damascus, MD 20872 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #548 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Laurie 

Lemieux 
laurie@proteusbicycles.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Laurie Lemieux 


92 Ridge Rd 
Greenbelt, MD 20770 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #549 DETAIL 





First Name : Taylor 
Last Name : Williamson 
Email Address : rtwilliamson@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | saw on Greater Greater Washington that the FEIS raised the 
proposition of 
not completing the CCT into downtown Silver Spring. Regardless of the 
training alignment (i.e. using CSX right of way or not) The trailing needs 
to be completed and connected to the MBT. Not doing so will be a 


breach of 
the trust that we, as residents of Silver Spring, put into the Purple Line 
project. 
Thanks, 


Taylor Williamson 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #550 DETAIL 





First Name : Grace 
Last Name : Palladino 
Email Address : palladin20814@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 
From: Grace Palladino <palladin20814@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, September 13, 2013 1:42 AM 
To: Purple Line Outreach Team 
Subject: The Purple Line Project 





Please do not count me as a supporter of this boondoggle. What a 
waste of taxpayer money. Grace Palladino 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #552 DETAIL 





First Name: Steve 
Last Name : Schmal 
Email Address : schmals@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : 
From: Steve Schmal <schmals@verizon.net> 
Sent: Sunday, September 15, 2013 4:12 AM 
To: Purple Line Outreach Team 
Subject: Comment on Purple Line Newsletter 





To Whom It May Concern: 


We received Vol. 13 of the Purple Line Progress newsletter in the past 
week, and | feel compelled to comment. 


| support the Purple Line. However, | am really bothered by what | see 
Ad as an attempt, in the newsletter, to whitewash some of its impact, 
: specifically the impact on the Crescent Trail. 


The three bucolic pictures that are on the front of the newsletter simply 
do not belong there. They mislead the public. The Purple Line is very 

much needed, but it will make the current trail a much less pleasing 
environment. There is no getting around this. Trees will have to be 
taken down. The trail will be narrower. Trains will be whizzing by (albeit 
quietly). Much as | like the trail as it now is, | recognize that the need for 
east-west movement of large numbers of people is more important. But 
let's at least be honest in how all this is presented. 


Steve Schmal 
Chevy Chase 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #553 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Donald 
Titus 
donaldtitus@verizon.net 





From: DONALD TITUS <donaldtitus@verizon.net> 
Sent: Monday, September 16, 2013 11:04 AM 

To: Purple Line Outreach Team 

Subject: Comment on PUrple Line Progress 


Sirs: 
1. | just received the Summer 2013 issue of the Purple Line Progress. 


2. On the first page are three photographs showing idyllic scenes. | 
don't understand the purpose of them, especially, the one on the left 
showing a section of the Georgetown Branch Trail. Purple Line 
construction will eliminate this trail since there are no funds for its 
replacement. The Purple Line will also eliminate the other two idyllic 
scenes. 


3. There must be a better route for the Purple Line through Bethesda 
and Chevy Chase than to eliminate the well used hiker-biker 
Georgetown Branch Trail. Who wants to hike or bike by large streetcars 
which will run every few minutes? 


Donald Titus 
donaldtitus@verizon.net 

3504 Hutch Place 

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815-4736 
(301)652-6806 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #555 DETAIL 





First Name : JS 
Last Name : Ganibar 
Email Address : ganibar@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 
From: JS Ganibar <ganibar@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2013 1:22 AM 
To: Purple Line Outreach Team 
Subject: The Purple Line Project 





EY It appears that the impact of the purple line will be much greater than 
first known. Will it resemble the Baltimore rail line, in the look of 
overhead lines, tracks, power stations and other infrastructure? 
Be Well, 


Sandy 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #556 DETAIL 





First Name: 
Last Name : 
Email Address : 


Submission Content/Notes : 


A. Wes 
Siegner 
ASiegner@hpm.com 


| am a resident of the Town of Chevy Chase and use the 
running/hiking/biking trail that the Purple line will run on. While this 
project is being billed as not displacing the trail, the changes to the trail, 
including the massive tree removal and passing trains, effective destroy 
the trail for the thousands of people who use this trail daily and weekly 
for recreation and enjoyment, to say nothing of the effect on residents 
and businesses along the trail, some of whom will be displaced and 
other whose privacy will be disturbed. The benefits to commuters and 
others are hypothetical and, to the extent real, could better be served by 
a bus route while preserving the trail. 


The trail will make a few people rich while inconveniencing scores of 
others. | am opposed to the Purple Line. 


A. Wes Siegner, Jr. 

Hyman, Phelps & McNamara, P.C. 

700 13th Street, N.W. 

Suite 1200 

Washington, D.C. 20005 

202-737-4289 (w) 

202-737-9329 (f) 

301-943-9815 (c) 
asiegner@hpm.com<mailto:asiegner@hpm.com> 
www.hpm.com 


KKKKKKKK KKK KKKKKK KKK KKK KKK KEK KKK KKK KK KKKEK KKK RK KKKKKEKKEKKKKEKKKKKEER 


This e-mail is sent by a law firm and may contain information that is 
privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, please 
delete the e-mail and any attachments and notify us immediately. 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #557 DETAIL 








First Name : Gerald 
Last Name : Johnson 
Email Address : geraldjohnson130@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | want more information about the purple line | am sending this message 
this Gerald Johnson 


Request for From my Android phone on T-Mobile. The first nationwide 4G network. 
information 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #558 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Fred 
Zbar 
fzbar@comcast.net 


| have NEVER seen a project in Maryland - Montgomery County + that 
has more of a negative impact for those who live in the area & nearby to 
the Purple Line. It has environmental impacts & those hurting the quality 
of life. The "destruction" of the Crescent Trail for all intents & purposes 
is just one more example of how misguided leaders of this County are. 


When you add to this the massive costs of the project & the negative 
impacts to citizens who are in the Purple Line's path, you wind up with 
absolutely nothing to be proud of. 


No telling what the tax consequences will be when the project gets in 
financial trouble. 


ALL IN ALL - a huge loser & one that can motivate many to leave the 
area for good. 


Most sincerely yours, 
Frederick Zbar 
Chevy Chase, MD 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #559 DETAIL 








First Name: Elaine 
Last Name : Raue 
Email Address : elaineraue@icloud.com 


Submission Content/Notes : It appears to me that the Purple Line will be creating more problems 
than it will be solving while a lot of official time and money is spent on 
studying it, not to mention the huge amount of money that will be spent 
- on implementation. Don't we have better ways of spending our time and 
money and solving our transportation issues? 


Sent from my iPad 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #560 DETAIL 








First Name: Ben 
Last Name : Beach 
Email Address : benhbeach@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | run and ride my bike on the trail and cherish it, so | do NOT want to see 
it diminished by loss of canopy, reduced width, or noise. We are very 


lucky 


to have this bit of nature in such a dense urban area, and | urge you to 


do 
EVERYTHING you can to minimize the loss. | am amass transit fan, 


but that 
doesn't mean every project makes sense. I'm also concerned about the 
: taxpayer (state & US) cost. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #561 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


James 
Ehrman 
sjehrman@msn.com 


This comment is based on a rapid and limited review of the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement, augmented by information in a page 1 
article in today's edition (September 15) of the Washington Post entitled, 
"Purple Line would leave more than tracks in areas." 

The subject of this comment involves discussion in "Traction Power 
Substations and other Ancillary Facilities" on page 4.22 and related 
Chapter 4 ("Environmental Resources, Impacts, and Mitigation") 
discussion on pages 4.9, 4.10 and 4.33 dealing respectively with "Visual 
Resources," "Noise/Vibration" and "Avoidance and 
Minimization/Mitigation." 

Language in "Traction Power Substations and other Ancillary Facilities" 
states that "...the Preferred Alternative would introduce several other 
ancillary elements to the study area, including signal bungalows, 
catenary poles and wires, and traction power substations [my emphasis]. 
The latter must be spaced at approximately one-mile intervals along the 
transitway. Because these facilities are small and located generally 
along existing transportation rights-of-way, it is not expected that 
surrounding land uses would be affected." 

Language in the referenced "Visual Resources" subsection reads: "An 
extensive change to visual character constituting a high visual effect 
would occur along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, along Wayne 
Avenue [my emphasis]...." It further reads: "MTA will continue to 
coordinate and consult with affected communities regarding the 
aesthetic treatments of the transitway elements...." 

The "Noise" subsection has language that states: "The traction power 
substations will be designed in accordance with MTA design criteria 
intended to minimize the noise from transformer hum." The "Vibration" 
subsection notes "Vibration impacts to three properties" -- none of which 
involve Wayne Avenue. 

The "Avoidance and Minimization" subsection states: "MTA will 
coordinate with UMD, Rosemary Hills Elementary School, Sligo Creek 
Elementary School, and Silver Spring International Middle School to 
minimize disruptions to the extent reasonably feasible." 

COMMENT: The impression | gather from these citations is that MTA 
either does not consider the visual, noise and vibration impacts of the 
projected Wayne Avenue traction power substation to be significant or 
else it is deliberately understating the probable impacts about which, to 
the best of my knowledge, MTA has never "coordinate[d] and 
consult[ed]" our affected community. 

Full disclosure: Our home on Woodside Parkway is a block away from 
the Wayne Avenue traction power substation site. We are not 
disinterested observers. 

James Ehrman 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #562 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Mike 

Ezban 
mikeezban@yahoo.com 
Sent from my iPhone 


Begin forwarded message: 


Resent-From: 
<FEIS@purplelinemd.com<mailto:FEIS@purplelinemd.com>> 
From: Michael Ezban 
<mikeezban@yahoo.com<mailto:mikeezban@yahoo.com>> 
Date: September 15, 2013, 3:00:51 PM EDT 

To: <FEIS@purplelinemd.com<mailto:FEIS@purplelinemd.com>> 
Subject: FEIS COMMENT 


The proposed power substation at Wayne and Greenbrier must be 
buried, at a minimum. 


Madden's quote in the post article, stating that the power stations will 
cause no detrimental health effects to residents is either willful ignorance 
or a lie. EMF is real and harmful, especially for the young children. 


Michael 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #563 DETAIL 





First Name : 
Last Name : 
Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 
Email Address : 


Doris 

Toolanen 

4507 W. Virginia Ave. 
Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
lewistoolanen@gmail.com 





Submission Content/Notes : 


Sent from my iPhone 
Begin forwarded message: 


Resent-From: 
<FEIS@purplelinemd.com<mailto:FEIS@purplelinemd.com>> 
From: DM toolanen 
<lewistoolanen@gmail.com<mailto:lewistoolanen@gmail.com>> 
Date: September 15, 2013, 2:38:57 PM EDT 

To: <FEIS@purplelinemd.com<mailto:FEIS@purplelinemd.com>> 
Cc: DM Toolanen 
<lewistoolanen@gmail.com<mailto:lewistoolanen@gmail.com>> 
Subject: FEIS COMMENT 


Hi, 


| am against purple line as it is proposed today, even if | am very positive 
to more public transportation. 

It seems to me that the purple line project is not the smartest decision to 
go for. 

My reasons are 


I. environmental impact. 

- 1. Temperature regulator. It is unwise to cut down so many mature 
trees. The canopy provided at Crescent trail, from Silver spring to 
Bethesda, which | know best, provides a fantastic oasis especially in the 
Summer heat. The temperature is probably 10 degrees less on the trail 
than outside the trail. 

- 2. The tree canopy takes up a lot of toxins and CO2 from the 
congested city air. 

- 3. Esthetic and recreation importance.. The trail is beautiful and useful 
because of the trees. Who would care for walking or cycling on a trail 
next to a wall and _ the noise from the light rail trains_??? Not me or my 
family. Today the trail is used by thousands of people for both recreation 
as well for cycling to work, or to run errands. 


Il. Economical inefficiency. 

- Has MD Transportation Authority made an unbiased comparision 
study of developing Rapid Bus transit system instead of building a light 
rail? 


| have found many different cities , all over the globe, from New Zealand 
and Australia to Sweden and other European countries, where studies 
have shown that it was more economical to develop a bus system than 
to build train system. 


Buses are more flexible. Buses can pick up people where they live, and 
drop them off where they need to go. 


Modern Buses are often a smarter decision from an environmental 
standpoint, compared to to trains. To build railroads are very costly, and 
demand huge amounts of resources to manufacture, install, and 
maintain. Buses an have hybrid engines, or run on pure electricity. 


Buses can be put in during demand only, rush hours for ex. 

Take out existing lanes for cars to be used by buses only, to give bus 
users another advantage compared to car users. 

Thank you, 


Doris Toolanen 
4507 W. Virginia ave 


Bethesda, MD 20814 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #566 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Lenore 

Larson 
lenorel85@yahoo.com 
Begin forwarded message: 


From: Lenore Larson 
<lenorel85@yahoo.com<mailto:lenorel35@yahoo.com>> 

Date: September 14, 2013, 5:45:32 PM EDT 

To: "outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com> 
<outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>> 
Subject: loss of trees 

Reply-To: Lenore Larson 
<lenorel85@yahoo.com<mailto:lenorel35@yahoo.com>> 


Our grand children and their friends are saddened at the prospect of 
losing so many beautiful trees to accommodate more traffic and 
pollution. This is NOT beautifying our county, just the opposite. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #567 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


fawaz 

saraf 
fawazsaraf@yahoo.com 
To whom it may concern, 


Please find below my comments in response to the recently published 
Purple Line FEIS: 

The proposed elevated crossing over Connecticut Avenue will 

result in a highly objectionable eyesore to be located within what is 
currently 

a relatively quaint “feel”. The 

neighbors will be saddled with a bridge structure over Connecticut that 
will 

very likely include relatively deep superstructure (girders) to carry the 
heavy 

loads of the light rail. There are 

several alternatives to this objectionable elevated structure: 

1 — Cut and cover tunnel under Connecticut Ave. 

2 — A bridge on Connecticut Ave over the light rail (similar 

to 1 above except such a bridge can have longer spans that will alleviate 
any life 

safety issues typically associated with tunnels). 

3 — To provide additional clearance for the light rail under 

Connecticut Ave, the profile grade on Connecticut Avenue can be 
slightly 

modified (perhaps raised by 5’ to 10’). 

| am sure there will be attempts to mitigate the visual 

impacts of the elevated structure over Connecticut through the use of 
“aesthetic” 

treatments of the bridge elements. Frankly, my experience with these 
“aesthetic” treatments has been that they 

give the structure a “faux” look and indeed, in most cases, a well- 
proportioned, 

concrete and steel structure (without the faux form liners) would have 
resulted 

in a more aesthetically pleasing structure. 


Regards, 

Fawaz k Saraf 

4853 Chevy Chase Drive 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


CC: Councilmember Roger Berliner 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #568 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Eric 
Hirschhorn 
elhirschhorn@gmail.com 


The FEIS reveals what many have long suspected: The trail that runs in 
the 

existing right of way effectively will be rendered useless. The trees ALL 
will be cut down, for one thing. Also, given the width of the right of 
way, it's difficult to see how there will be space for two tracks, a 
protective barrier, and a trail. Finally, the many years of promises by 
the State of Maryland and many elected officials (yes, Mr. Berliner, | 
mean 

you, among others) that there would be room in the Bethesda tunnel for 
the 

trail have turned out to be--and I'm being polite here--untrue. 


The benefits for this line remain to be demonstrated. The costs are 
starkly portrayed in the FEIS and are ample evidence that the line 
should 

not be constructed. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #569 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Brian 

Frankel 
brianfrankel@hotmail.com 
Against it. 


| do not want this purple line. It is a waste of money, a horrible use of 
land, a bad implementation of an idea, and an environmental mistake. 


NO, NO, NO to the purple line. 


Brian A. Frankel 
2210 Washington Ave, 103 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 


Luck is the product of hard work, ability, and dedication. 


This communication may contain confidential, proprietary or legally 
privileged information. It is intended only for the person(s) to whom it is 
addressed. _ If you are not an intended recipient, you may not use, read, 
retransmit, disseminate or take any action in reliance upon it . Please 
notify the sender that you have received it in error and immediately 
delete the entire communication, including any attachments. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #570 DETAIL 





First Name : Marina 

Last Name : Hall 

Email Address : marinahall@yahoo.com 

Submission Content/Notes : After reading the latest conclusions last week(in the Wash Post, about 
the 
negative impact the purple line is going to have after completion | must 

say that the whole project is a VERY BAD idea. The statistical 

presuppositions speak for themselves. The question is whose interests 
are 


being promoted at all costs with a total disregard for the consequences? 
M. Hall 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #571 DETAIL 





Email Address : bjellos8329@comcast.net 


Submission Content/Notes : ji live on grubb rd in silver spring 
i will say "no thank yo very much" to the purple line 
way too much construction and destruction for what will end up as very 


little difference 
how's that inner county connector ding for all the problems it caused 
people. 


no purple line 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #572 DETAIL 








First Name : darrell 

Last Name : bjellos 

Email Address : bjellos8329@comcast.net 

Submission Content/Notes : please NO purple line 
thank you 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #573 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Dean and Karen 

Cooper 
coolcoops@juno.com 
Begin forwarded message: 


From: Dean and Karen Cooper 
<coolcoops@juno.com<mailto:coolcoops@juno.com>> 

Date: September 12, 2013, 10:27:57 PM EDT 

To: <outreach@purpleline.com<mailto:outreach@purpleline.com>> 
Cc: <coolcoops@juno.com<mailto:coolcoops@juno.com>> 
Subject: feis document 


Dear Mike and employees, 

| just reviewed the feis and by now all of you must be aware of the 
contents. | have supported this project for years and only in the last 
week saw that bells will ring when a train nears a station and at some 
intersections. The stops will also be announced on a PA system. This 
will occur 70 times a day. Really? This train will run through 
neighborhoods. Who is in charge that you could even consider this to 
be a realistic plan? This information is not written by some NIMBY 
group. This is the real feis. 

You held so many community meetings over the years and this is the 
first time this level of detail is appearing. This feis must be revised anda 
more sensible approach taken so that we are not assaulted by constant 
noise. There must be other cities that use a similar trains that takes 
neighborhood issues into account and arrives at a solution that meet the 
needs of riders and the surrounding areas. You really need to go back 
to the drawing board on this one. 


Sincerely, 


Karen Cooper 





One Weird Trick 

Could add $1,000s to Your Social Security Checks! See if you Qualify... 
<http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3132/5232783f3ab5a783f32f2st04v 
uc>newsmax.com<http://thirdpartyoffers.juno.com/TGL3132/5232783f8a 
b5a783f32f2st04vuc> 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #574 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Meg 

VanDeWeghe 
meg.vandeweghe@gmail.com 
Begin forwarded message: 


From: Meg VanDeWeghe 
<meg.vandeweghe@gmail.com<mailto:meg.vandeweghe@gmail.com>> 
Date: September 12, 2013, 10:31:40 PM EDT 

To: "outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>" 
<outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>> 
Subject: The Purple Line makes no sense 


In addition to ruining the walking trail, this proposed line will never make 
money and will be a waste of taxpayer funds. Many of us will fight this 
line to the end, and will make sure that anyone who votes in favor of it is 
not re-elected. The Purple Line only benefits Chevy Chase Land 
Development - the rest of us who are taxpayers and voters lose! Very 
bad public policy!!! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #575 DETAIL 





First Name : May 
Last Name : Kesler 
Email Address : keslerpt@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Begin forwarded message: 


From: May Kesler <keslerpt@gmail.com<mailto:keslerpt@gmail.com>> 
Date: September 13, 2013, 12:01:15 AM EDT 

To: "outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>" 
<outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>> 
Subject: Protest purple line 


How do we stop this awful project? How do we protest to people that will 


listen? 


May Kesler MTh,PT 
3016023551 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #576 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


G7] CALS] PS E5) KS] 


Sarah 

Smith 
ssmith@lowellschool.org 
Begin forwarded message: 


From: Sarah Smith 
<ssmith@lowellschool.org<mailto:ssmith@lowellschool.org>> 

Date: September 13, 2013, 8:35:04 AM EDT 

To: "outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>" 
<outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>> 
Subject: Reaction to Environmental Impact Report 


As a resident of the Town of Chevy Chase | am writing to express my 
dismay at the damaging environmental impact the rail project is 
projected to have. Not only will neighborhoods along its path lose their 
mature tree canopies, the noise will have a significant detrimental effect 
not likely to be mitigated by a four-foot barrier wall. The speeds of the 
trains, up to 50 mph, will also make using the Capital Crescent Trail 
unappealing and possibly unsafe. The ever-escalating cost of the 
project, which is STILL unfunded is alarming. A clean fueled bus running 
along Jones Bridge Road is a better, more affordable option and might 
have been in operation by now had that been the transportation choice 
years ago. Sarah Smith 

Sent from my iPad 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #578 DETAIL 








First Name : Mary-Margaret 
Last Name : Patterson 
Email Address : mmpattsn@erols.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 


Dear Federal Transit Authority: As the FEIS so clearly shows, severe 
degradation of the environment will follow if the Purple Line is built and 
allowed to operate as planned. The environmental price is too high. 
Think 

ea nice cheap buses using clean natural gas, for example. Far worse 
than 

the constant noise in a densely inhabited area and the lack of safety and 
continuity for walkers and bikers along the Capital Crescent Trail is the 
unnecessary destruction of so many of our mature trees. This is not one 
ideas itis hundreds and probably thousands. These trees are responsible 
or 

keeping this area as people-friendly as it still is despite the shocks of 
BRAC and runaway development and exponentially increased traffic. 
Trees are 

not just something that look nice; they are vital to HEALTH particularly in 
urban areas. These mature trees-which took decades and decades to 
grow-give 

off life-sustaining oxygen that cleans the air of its increasing load of 
Sree This contributes mightily to keeping the community one in 
whic 

citizens can still live reasonably healthy lives walking, biking and 
playing games in both large and small nearby parks. 


To proceed in the manner described to build the Purple Line 
in this time of obvious global warming and climate change is suicide for 
this area. Public land, that belongs to us all, will be denuded so that a 
few commuters can save a few minutes on their commutes and -and 
perhaps this 
is paramount-so that developers can squeeze even more bucks out of 
the high 
rises they will build because of this "light rail." Public money is being 
used to "seed" this rail line because the huge $2.2 billion expense can 
only 
be afforded with private money and its operation is to be handed over to 
a 
private concern. 


Please consider also, who in their right mind would want to 
walk or bike so close to such frequent, noisy, whizzing trains separated 
in 
places only by a metal fence? 


The Montgomery County Council has failed its citizens by 
approving this and the state is betting its money on it. Clearly, the 
Federal Transit Authority is the court of last resort to save the kind 
Soon that once made the Washington metro known as a "City in 
the 
Woods." Send this back to the drawing board; otherwise, this huge 
important 
area where so many people live and work is on target to become just 
another 
sun-baked, noisy, gritty, concrete jungle. | have lived in this Village of 
North Chevy Chase community for 35 years and it is unbelievable that a 
formerly progressive local government puts increasing tax revenues 
from such 
development ahead of its duty to represent and protect the citizens who 
already live here and those who will live here in the future. 


Sincerely, 


Mary-Margaret Patterson 


9011 Montgomery Ave. 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #579 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Charles 

Whitehead 
cew/89@aol.com 

Begin forwarded message: 


From: Charles Whitehead 
<cew789@aol.com<mailto:cew789@aol.com>> 

Date: September 11, 2013, 10:40:07 PM EDT 

To: "outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>" 
<outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>> 
Subject: The Purple Line Project 


| understand the important of mass transit. Nevertheless, ruining the 
Capital Crescent Trail is an abomination. An appropriate compromise is 
a single track line with passing places like Chevy Chase Lake and the 
Brookville Rd Stations. 

Charles Whitehead, Chevy Chase West 


Sentertheless from my i 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #580 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Carol 

Roberts 
caroloroberts@verizon.net 
Begin forwarded message: 


From: caroloroberts 
<caroloroberts@verizon.net<mailto:caroloroberts@verizon.net>> 
Date: September 11, 2013, 5:08:16 PM EDT 

To: 


<outreach@purplelinemd.com<mailto:outreach@purplelinemd.com>> 
Subject: Purple Line 

Reply-To: caroloroberts 
<caroloroberts@verizon.net<mailto:caroloroberts@verizon.net>> 


WOW. That's a lot of money and a lot of disruption for relatively low 
ridership - even as projected to 2020. Looks more like a boondoggle 
than a plan. 


A Disgruntled Taxpayer 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #581 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Rich 
McManus 
rtpmcman@gmail.com 


| would like to register my objection to this project on the grounds of its 
gargantuan cost, small likelinood of improving transit/relieving 
congestion, reckless additions at Chevy Chase Lake to an overburdened 
area 

and wanton industrialization of what is now highly valued parkland 
between 

Silver Spring and Bethesda. 


May not an inch of it be built, and may it go unfunded by the federal 
government. 


Rich McManus 
2800 Terrace Drive 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #584 DETAIL 





First Name: S. 
Last Name : Flank 
Email Address : sflank@alum.mit.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : | believe that the Environmental Impact statement is incomplete and 
inaccurate, because it omits a) the significant negative impact of losing a 
crucial bicycle transportation connection if CSX right-of-way is not 

granted for the planned route of the Capital Crescent Trail and b) does 
not 
consider alternative routes for the CCT in the event of CSX right-of-way 
disputes. 


| hope these shortcomings will be fixed during the remainder of the EIS 
process. 


Sincerely, 
--Shalom Flank 
(Frequent CCT user) 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #587 DETAIL 





First Name: Leo 
Last Name : Bruso 
Email Address : leobruso@landcommercial.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Your link to purple line does NOT work 


Leo Bruso, SIOR, President Direct: 301-952-9705 
http://www.landcommercial.com/ 


Broken web link 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #588 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Timothy J. 
Choppin 
TChoppin@mayerbrown.com 


The FEIS for the Purple Line has presented a "false choice" completing 
the Capitol Crescent Trail (CCT) that it is dependent on obtaining right- 
of-way form CSXT. There are options for an off-road CCT that 
bypasses the CSXT r.o.w. should CSXT refuse to cooperate on the trail. 
Please ask MTA to commit to designing and building the best feasible 
off-road CCT extension into downtown Silver Spring, in coordination with 
Montgomery County, consistent with the promises it has made to the 
community for over two decades. 


Timothy J. Choppin 

1999 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20006 
(202) 263-3238 
tchoppin@mayerbrown.com 








IRS CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE. Any tax advice expressed above by 
Mayer Brown LLP was not intended or written to be used, and cannot be 
used, by any taxpayer to avoid U.S. federal tax penalties. If such advice 
was written or used to support the promotion or marketing of the matter 
addressed above, then each offeree should seek advice from an 
independent tax advisor. 

This email and any files transmitted with it are intended solely for the use 
of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have 
received this email in error please notify the system manager. If you are 
not the named addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy 
this e-mail. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #589 DETAIL 





First Name : Bryan 
Last Name : McCann 
Email Address : bm8&5@georgetown.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : Purple Line Planners, 
| have been a Purple Line supporter since | moved to Rosemary Hills 


eleven 
C3 years ago, in large part because | looked forward to a paved and 
completed 
commuter bicycle trail connecting Silver Spring and Bethesda. If the 
Purple 


Line planning goes forward without a paved, safe bicycle trail from 
Rosemary Hills to downtown Silver Spring, | will instantly go from 
longtime 

supporter to energetic opponent. 

There are two good options for building a paved bicycle trail from 
Rosemary 

Hills to downtown Silver Spring, one using CSX right of way and one 
using 

public right of way through Washington Mews. Please find a way to get 
one 

of these built. 

Thanks, 

Bryan McCann 

Rosemary Hills 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #590 DETAIL 





First Name: Leo 
Last Name : Bruso 
Email Address : leobruso@landcommercial.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The links to report do NOT work 


My home is available, settled at condo 5 Park PI, Annapolis, only here 4 
months of year. 

<http://calvertcountywaterfront.com/> http://calvertcountywaterfront.com 
Leo Bruso, SIOR, President 301-952-9705 


Attachments : Purple Line FEIS Announcement Sept 4 2013.pdf (373 kb) 


Request for information 








Final Environmental Impact Statement Available 
for 30-Day Public Review Period 


The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) have prepared the Purple 
Line Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for public availability and review. 
The FEIS summarizes the transportation and environmental impacts related to the implementation of a new east- 
west light rail transit line in Montgomery and Prince George’s counties. 


This document includes the purpose and need for the project, alternatives considered, identification of the Preferred 
Alternative, transportation and environmental considerations, and plans for implementing and constructing the 
Purple Line. Once finalized, the FEIS is the basis for federal environmental approval, which allows the Purple Line to 
continue toward construction. 


Information in the FEIS has been presented to the public over the past four years as part of the ongoing public 
outreach efforts for the project. The FEIS will be available for public review on September 6. The public can provide 
comments on the findings of the FEIS and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation. The document will be available at area 
libraries, MTA and other select locations. The document also will be available online at purplelinemd.com. 





The public can choose one of three ways to provide formal comment on the FEIS document: 
1. By completing an online comment form at purplelinemd.com 
2. By sending an email to FEIS@purplelinemd.com with “FEIS COMMENT” as the subject heading 


3. By sending your written comments to: 
Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street, Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


*Please Note: All comments, whether paper or electronic, will be given equal consideration. 


FEIS Document Availability Locations: 


Printed copies of the FEIS will be available for public review at the following locations: 


Bethesda Library 
7400 Arlington Road, Bethesda, MD 20814 


Bladensburg Library 
4820 Annapolis Road, Bladensburg, MD 20710 


Chevy Chase Library 
8005 Connecticut Avenue, Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


Greenbelt Library 
11 Crescent Road, Greenbelt, MD 20770 


Hyattsville Library 
6530 Adelphi Road, Hyattsville, MD 20782 


Long Branch Library 
8800 Garland Avenue, Silver Spring, MD 20901 


Maryland Department of Legislative Services Library 


90 State Circle, Annapolis, MD 21401 


Maryland State Archives 
350 Rowe Boulevard, Annapolis, MD 21401 


Maryland State Law Library 
361 Rowe Boulevard, Annapolis, MD 21401 


M-NCPPC - Montgomery County 
8787 Georgia Avenue, Silver Spring, MD 20910 


M-NCPPC - Prince George’s County 
6600 Kenilworth Avenue, Riverdale, MD 20737 


New Carrollton Library 
7414 Riverdale Road, New Carrollton, MD 20784 


Silver Spring Library 
8901 Colesville Road, Silver Spring, MD 20910 


Silver Spring Civic Building 
1 Veterans Place, Silver Spring, MD 20910 


State Library Resource Center 
400 Cathedral Street, Baltimore, MD 21201 


Takoma Park Maryland Library 
101 Philadelphia Avenue, Takoma Park, MD 20912 


University of Maryland - Hornbake Library North 
College Park, MD 20740 


Contact the Purple Line Outreach Team at 443-451-3706 or outreach@purplelinemd.com. 


Para recibir informacién en espanol, llame al numero telefonico 443-451-3705, donde los miembros de nuestro 
equipo estaran disponibles para responder a sus preguntas en su mismo idioma. 


September 4, 2013 


MTASs in 7 


Maryland 


This is an automated message. Please do not reply. Questions or comments should be directed to: outreach@purplelinemd.com 





To unsubscribe from this mailing list, please send an e-mail to outreach@purplelinemd.com w ith the subject "UNSUBSCRIBE". 














Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #592 DETAIL 








Last Name : Tsubatakarnowski 
Email Address : tsubatakarnowski@gmail.com 
Submission Content/Notes : | would a copy of the FEIS for purple line. 


Sarah Tsubata 


Sent from my iPhone 


Request for information 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #593 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/17/2013 

First Name : Neil 

Last Name : Gladstein 

Address : 516 Ashford Rd 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : ngladstein@iamaw.org 


Submission Content/Notes : A Purple Line on Wayne Ave. should have a stop and Wayne & Dale. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #594 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/17/2013 

Jack 

Petrash 

3106 Edgewood Road 
Kensington 

MD 

20895 
novainstitute@verizon.net 


| love my job, but it is my commute that thrills me. It’s the air on my face, 
the fresh feel of the morning, the smell of pine needles — the deer and 
the fox | have passed — the hawks, the goldfinches and the Baltimore 
orioles that | have seen. | love my ride to work because it is on a bike. 

| started riding the Capital Crescent Trail 15 years ago with my daughter 
when she was in second grade. With her trailer bike safely attached 
behind me, we made our way from our home in Kensington to the 
Washington Waldorf School near MacArthur Boulevard, where | am a 
teacher and where she was a student. We loved our ride through 
downtown Bethesda each morning watching the delivery trucks unload 
and the shops open. And we loved watching our bike trail grow. 

We cheered when they put the bridge over River Road (and my wife 
breathed a sigh of relief). And we cheered again when they opened the 
tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue, and once more when the trail was 
connected with Silver Spring. And as the bike trail was established we 
saw its use grow. To me this was a wonderful example of, “If you build it, 
they will come.” 

Each morning | ride the trail and see students biking to Westland Middle 
School and B-CC High School and as a teacher | know they will be more 
alert and attentive in their morning classes. | pass joggers, walkers of all 
ages, moms and dads with strollers, and so many bicycle commuters, 
and | think of the savings. 

It is not just the savings in gas, not just the reduction in car emissions, 
but a savings of thousands of dollars in medical expenses made 
unnecessary because of healthy exercise. There is also the money 
saved in unneeded therapy because exercise releases endorphins that 
make us feel better about our work and ourselves. In addition, there is 
the money saved in blood pressure and cholesterol medications and 
anti-depressants and, | am sure, in prevented surgeries. 

| am so grateful for this Capital Crescent Bike Trail. | just cannot 
understand why the Planning Board, the Montgomery County Council, 
and Gov. Martin O’Malley need to trade our trail for light rail when there 
are other alternatives. There are so few things that exist solely for the 
well being of the individual citizen today. 

This trail has everything | need and | know | am not alone in that feeling. 
It provides quiet time amidst the trees — a protected green space in the 
heart of our busy and stressful county. The trail is perfect, except for one 
thing. It will soon be drastically changed if business interests that want to 
develop Chevy Chase Lake have their way. 

Jack Petrash, Kensington 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #596 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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10/18/2013 

Juanita 

Newell 

8307 Oakford Place 
Silver Spring 

MI 

20910 
curtiancalltv@verizon.net 


| am not in favor of the Purple Line because | moved to Silver Spring in 
1975 because of the rustic nature of the city. With the development, 
crime has increased, car break-ins are a regular occurence, as well as 
home invasions. | don't go downtown because of the unruly crowd, that 
are not neighborhood residents. | am afraid to walk home from Silver 
Spring metro because it is unsafe and | read about children and adults 
being accosted. Crime will dramatically increase if the Purple Line train 
is developed down Wayne Avenue. It is overcrowded now, and 
accidents happen too frequently at Dale Drive and Wayne Avenue. The 
noise, pollution, and disruption to our neighborhood will be devastating. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #597 DETAIL 








Comment Date : 10/18/2013 

First Name : Asheesh 

Last Name : Misra 

Address : 2031 Hanover St. 
City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : misra108@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The plans for the Talbot St. Bridge (North Woodside/Rosemary Hills) are 

totally unacceptable, absurd and destructive the communities. A 41 foot 

E4 wide bridge will not fit in that space with out significant destruction to the 
communities and increased traffic. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #598 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/18/2013 

First Name : Thomas 

Last Name : Flammia 

Address : 604 Cloverfield Place 
City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : tevans301@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Keep the TPSS issue open! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #599 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/18/2013 

Sheila 

Jaskot 

620 greenbrier drive 
sivler spring 

MD 

20910 
jaskotfox@yahoo.com 


| am very concerned about having an electrical traction power substation 
above ground in a dense residential neighborhood at the corner of 
Wayne and Greenbrier Drive. | do not have any assurances that it won't 
be a big black box with chain link fencing or even a large fence hiding 
the box, thus destroying the charm of the area. An unattended building 
will only attract people to the property who don't belong. When there are 
legitimate people on the premises, i also don't have any assurances that 
large trucks will be coming in and out of the facility throughout the day. 
There are other alternatives that have been presented by neighborhood 
groups and | believe that MTA is not taking the concerns of residents 
seriously enough. | don't see any movement that you are serious about 
looking at other options that have been presented. Obviously the power 
substation will affect the property value on my home. As you are aware, 
first impressions are important to any potential homebuyer. A 
substation across the street will not help our home value. 2nd: | am 
concerned that | will be living with a constant hum 24/7 - and louder in 
the summer when more AC Is required to cool the facility. 3rd: Has there 
been an environmental assessment done on the site? If so you might 
want to clue in the people who live in the surrounding area. | would 
encourage MTA to keep talking to residents about their concerns. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #600 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/18/2013 

First Name : sheila 

Last Name : jaskot 

State : MD 

Email Address : jaskotfox@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | just submitted comments to the website including a comment with 
regards to the environmental assessment. | want to retract that 
comment as | now see the statement on line. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #601 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/18/2013 

First Name : David 

Last Name : Kirsch 

Address : 6400 Brookville Road 
City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : dkirsch@umd.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : | am a very strong supporter of building the Purple Line as soon as 
possible. This will represent a significant and major improvement to our 
region's transportation infrastructure. If there are minor issues with the 

Al plan, so be it. Fix them, and let's get on with it! Thank you. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #602 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/18/2013 

First Name : Richard 

Last Name : Lorr 

Address : 302 Windsor Street 
City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : Rlorr4@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : My residence is about two tenths of a mile from the proposed Wayne 
Avenue Power Substation site. | am opposed to the MTA's current 
power substation plans, and | am writing to ask that the MTA find a 
C4 better solution to the problem. Until it finds a proposal that the 
; neighborhood agrees is compatible with the needs and character of our 
area, | request that the MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do about 
the Power Substation on Wayne Avenue. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #603 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 
First Name : 
Last Name : 
Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 
Email Address : 


Submission Content/Notes : 


10/18/2013 

Martina 

Childress 

616 Greenbrier Drive 

Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
martinachildress@yahoo.com 


Dear Sir/Madam: | have had the privilege to live on Greenbrier Drive, off 
Wayne Avenue, in Silver Spring, Maryland, since 1995. My husband, 
daughter and | live in my husband's parent's home. They raised their 
family here and now we are raising our daughter here. We believe 
progress is good and we look forward to the purple line BUT, please be 
assured we are very concerned about putting the Traction Power 
Substation at Wayne and Cloverfield as an open-air installation 
surrounded by a long, high, fence or wall. We ask that MTA keep this 
issue OPEN. We don't agree with the original MTA plan and sincerely 
request MTA keep OPEN the development of a plan fora TPSS 
somewhere else on Wayne. Respectfully, Martina Childress, Resident 
of Greenbrier Drive 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #604 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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10/19/2013 

AGNESE 

ARNOLD 

4519 HIGHLAND AVE. 
BETHESDA 

MD 

20814 
areforzo@hotmail.com 


The FEIS is flawed. It does not consider the trail an invaluable recreation 
area with its 20 acre forest an irreplaceable natural resource. This 
stretch has been used as a park for over 20 years and lacks the 
consideration of how invaluable it is in people's lives. 


| have lived in downtown Bethesda my entire life. Growing up, the trail 
was not yet established and was a run-down, scary, abandoned railroad 
track that no one wanted to go near. Then it was converted to a trail 
where tons of people use it daily for exercise, healthy well-being, 
recreational activities, and commuting. | want to be able to continue to 
do these things SAFELY with my kids. The overground rail would not 
allow this and the pollution it causes would also be a negative impact. 
No one | know said they would use the purple line. Has there been any 
real survey of ridership? Most folks | know want to BIKE to commute to 
Silver Spring because it provide them with their daily exercise and 
nature intake. 


The document fails to recognize the noise disturbance a walker, runner 
or biker will endure alongside trains traveling 50mph. The peaceful 
tranquil setting it is today will be harmfully impacted by a train sound 200 
times a day. This is what an environmental impact statement is 
supposed to point out, but this one doesn't. 


As part of the Save the Trail!, we envision a world class trail and park 
system from Georgetown through Bethesda and connecting into 
downtown Silver Spring. According to this Final Environmental Impact 
Statement, the Capital Crescent Trail isn't worth saving. 


| urge you to please reconsider this as it will do more harm than good. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #605 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

State : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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10/19/2013 

Thane 

McCann 

MD 
mcecannthane@yahoo.com 


To whom it may concern, 

After having read the report, its unfortunate that the project appears to 
be using the ‘preferred alternative’ and seems largely to ignore the 
population/communities along the proposed route. Comparing the 
preferred alternative to 'no build’ is a logical fallacy, and ignores the 
other reasonable alternatives presented. 

The report begs the question, are the interests of the public being 
honorably served through this venture, or are there other 
(private/commercial) actors that will beneft. 

A visit to any densely populated European city and discussing with their 
urban planners would yield better options (to include technology) that 
could serve this long term public transportation need while maintaining 
the character of the DC suburbs. 

The result of this 'preferred alternative’ advocated by MTA will lead to 
urban blight as the educated and wealthy citizens move further out into 
the suburbs. Do any of the MTA planners live in the vicinity of the 
proposed route? If not, | expect that they'll be able to find relatively 
cheap housing in the area if this plan comes to fruition. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #606 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/20/2013 

First Name : Cathy 

Last Name : Kristiansen 

Address : 729 Dartmouth Avenue 
City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : cathykaywriter@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Regarding the TPSS (power station) planned for Wayne Ave., | strongly 
urge you to find an alternative location and configuration that won't 
blemish an already disrupted neighborhood. Think long-term rather than 


e | 
short-term PLEASE! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #607 DETAIL 








Comment Date : 10/20/2013 

First Name : Robert 

Last Name : McGaughy 

State : MD 

Email Address : bnbmcgaughy@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : | ask you to keep open your plan for putting a power substation at the 
corner of Wayne and Cloverfield Avenues. The citizens task force has 
presented some viable alternatives to this neighborhood eyesore and | 

think these alternatives deserve careful consideration. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #608 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/20/2013 

Barbara 

Sanders 

1710 Noyes Ln 

Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
BSanders@TerpAlum.umd.edu 


MTA has done an inspiring job over the last decade to work through all 
the issues which continue to be raised and reiterated by communities, 
business, residents and employers adjacent to and at substantial 
distance from the PL. The FEIS highlights that MTA will continue this 
process throughout construction and maintain communication with the 
adjacent property owners when operation begins. There are members 
of these communities that have looked forward to having this E-W transit 
connection from the time Montgomery County purchased the 
Georgetown Branch ROW in the late 1980s. A lot has changed in and 
along this ROW in all those decades, but NOT the need to move people 
within it. We also have always supported the hiker/biker trail from 
Bethesda all the way through to trail connections in downtown Silver 
Spring. We have been waiting for a long time, and hope both the transit 
and trail come to fruition in the VERY near future. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #609 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/20/2013 

First Name : Carlos 

Last Name : Quintana 

Address : 613 Wayne Avenu 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : cqboricua4@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 
home is one block distant from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power 
Substation site. | write to ask that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to 
C4 do about the Power Substation on Wayne. It's not just us residents, but 
; the County as well, that will benefit from preserving the character of our 
neighborhood by assuring a Substation location/design that's compatible 
with our area. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #610 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/20/2013 

First Name : Courtney 

Last Name : Blenkinsop 

Address : Dartmouth Ave 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : ccreek310@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : We support mass transit projects like the purple line. However, we are 
concerned about losing tree canopy. Please try reduce the number of 
trees to be cut and replace ones that must be cult. 


We are also concerned about the power substation to be located along 
Wayne Ave in Silver Spring. Please consider other locations for it 

outside the residential area or disguise it as a house that matches the 
neighborhood. Please, please, please do not simply "hide" it with a high 
fence. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #611 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/20/2013 

Kent 

Wood 

4703 Morgan Drive 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
kentswood@gmail.com 


| am a frequent user of the Capital Crescent Trail in its present form and 
oppose the so-called Purple Line because it will undoubtedly destroy the 
urban resource that is the present trail. | do not live near the trail but am 
willing to go about a mile on foot through Bethesda to get to it because 
of the peace and quiet to be had when | arrive there. If the train is built | 
will never again go that distance to get to what will then be a noisy 
sidewalk alongside a train. It is not equivalent. 


It is shocking to find this reality is completely suppressed in the FEIS. 
Let me only address noise. The Technical Report on noise in Volume III 
starts out acknowledging there is a trail now, but greatly understates its 
peaceful and park-like character and the broad use it currently enjoys by 
walkers, joggers, and bikers. After that initial acknowledgment the trail is 
never considered again in the Technical Report, as if mentioning it once 
did it full justice. One would expect to see numbers representing the 
contrast between the present quiet and the future noisy situation on the 
trail but there are none. This is a clear, and most likely deliberate, 
omission. The present quiet is never quantified with noise level 
measurements because the No-build Option is entirely excluded from 
the noise study, and only No-build would leave the trail as it is! Then, 
the future environment of the replacement sidewalk alongside the train is 
also never evaluated because exact specifications for a future 
replacement trail are not available! Astoundingly, both present quiet and 
future noisy conditions manage to escape evaluation, even though this 
must be the greatest noise-impact consequence to having the train!! 
The places where noise is measured are all more than 30 feet from the 
train and many are 200 feet from the train, without a single data point in 
the trail zone. The noise impact on the trail is such an obvious thing to 
evaluate properly that | cannot believe this is an innocent omission. One 
has to read the noise study several times to appreciate that the present 
serenity is swept out of the study by the deceptive statement that the 
No-build option will not be evaluated. Another point regarding the future 
situation is that the replacement trail is slated to be inside the noise 
reduction wall. A fair presumption is that, if that wall reflects sound back 
from the adjoining neighborhoods, then it will actually intensify noise on 
the trail, making it noisier than it would be without the wall, but again this 
is not evaluated. There is also nothing in the study to prove that trail use 
would even meet safety standards, much less quality of life standards — 
the top noise levels from wheels and horns as experienced at the future 
trail are a serious concern. Frankly | would not be surprised if there 
were a cynical strategy to “discover” the safety issue at some later date 
and then use it to declare that an unsafe replacement trail should not be 
built at all. Overall, the treatment of the destruction of our Crescent 
Trail parkland is beyond being some mere deficiency. It is an outrage. 


| believe the entire FEIS should be thrown out. | have stated my 
personal top objection to keep this short but there are many similar 
objections that could be made and | hope others make those objections. 
Somebody needs to step up and declare the FEIS a fiasco. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #612 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/20/2013 

First Name : Sara 

Last Name : Cavendish 

Address : 8304 Oakford Place 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : sara.cavendish@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : As longtime residents and Metro riders, we would like a stop at Dale 
Drive to be constructed when and if the Purple Line is initially 


constructed rather than delay until some later date. Thank you. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #613 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/20/2013 

First Name : C. 

Last Name : Roy 

State : MD 

Email Address : parkear2@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : This Purple Line is is an appalling idea and will devastate the Capital 
Crescent Trail! | have attended the public meetings and as a 
Montgomery County home-owner in the Chevy Chase area, | do NOT 
C3 want this monstrosity near my home and | do NOT support the County 
Executives who are behind this plan. | frequent the trail regularly and 
access to it was one of the main reasons for my home purchase. This 
plan is vile - it will destroy significant greenspace which thousands of 
ES residents enjoy on a regular basis, in addition to other devastating 
effects. --Every time a new train line is connected to the red line, an 
increase in crime is seen in those connecting stations (e.g., Fort Totten, 
Gallery Place). The Purple Line is a bad plan, from every angle! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #615 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/21/2013 

First Name : Debra 

Last Name : Turkat 

Address : 3587 Hamlet Place 
City : Chevy Chase 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20815 

Email Address : dsturkat@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : NO PURPLE LINE: 
* In a triage of our traffic mess, this money would be more efficiently and 
effectively spent to relieve north-south traffic issues; 

* This is a blatant display of the unbalanced influence local developers 
have over our local legislators 
* The FEIS traffic analyses are skewed to show greatly exaggerated 
results 

* Removing a public park, used by a large percentage of our population, 
is unjustified relative to the results the PL is purported to achieve. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #616 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 
First Name : 
Last Name : 
Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 
Email Address : 


10/21/2013 

Valarie 

Barr 

2209 Richland PL 

Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
valarie_barr@hotmail.com 





Submission Content/Notes : | am a resident of Rosemary Hills which borders the Purple Line as it 


passes from Silver Spring to Bethesda. | would like to make six 
comments on the Purple Line FEIS as it applies to that section. First, | 
believe that the new, very short ramp that will connect Brookville Road to 
the storage facility in Lyttonsville will substantially harm Lyttonsville, 
which | believe is an “Economic Justice” community, entitled to special 
considerations. That ramp will connect to the south side of Brookville 
Road to the east of Lyttonsville Place bridge, descend from there and 
turn right to parallel the Purple Line at the station and enter the yard 
under the Lyttonsville Place bridge. This design places the access road 
at the corner of Lyttonsville Place and Brookville Road, between the 
road and Lyttonsville Station. The current design makes future 
development of that corner virtually impossible. If the immediate area is 
re-zoned commercial/residential as a result of the upcoming Sector Plan 
rewrite, as is likely, that corner could be used for a small plaza 
containing a bike parking lot and/or retail outlets serving the community 
and the station. A ride share facility at this location would allow PL riders 
to rent bikes at Lyttonsville Station to ride Rock Creek Park. Retail space 
serving the commuter line and the community could serve as an anchor 
for further development. | think that this access road should be 
abandoned and replaced by a ramp that accesses the yard from its west 
side. Placing the access road east of the bridge will make it difficult to 
provide these amenities and make the future development of that area 
more difficult. A western access road that would not negatively affect the 
community and help preserve its options for future development. 


Second, | am worried that noise from normal operations might negatively 
affect residents of the community at two points. First, as trains cross the 
at grade road crossing at Albert Stewart Ave., they will sound horns or 
bells to warn cross traffic. | worry that these noises will be heard in the 
houses on Stewart Lane. | think that steps should be taken to mitigate 
this noise. Given the fact that the houses on Stewart Lane are on a rise 
and are high above the tracks | believe that sound walls might not be 
effective. Instead, | think that it would be better to plant trees along the 
trail from Albert Stewart Ave west to well past Stewart Lane. It is 
possible that new apartments will be built just south of this area and so 
the tree line should be extended as far as possible to the west. 
Moreover, this is a relatively narrow area that, | was told by residents, 
had been the path of a stream. Currently, it floods during rainy periods. 
Therefore, in addition to the trees, the area might be completely 
converted into a small trail side park/wetland whose soft surfaces might 
help quiet the traffic noise while providing more natural habitats, and 
provide for efficient ground water management, while enhancing the 
experience of those walking the trail. Second, | am worried about noise 
negatively affecting residents of the Roundtop Apartments. These 
apartments are to the west of Lyttonsville Place Bridge and are very 
close to the Purple Line tracks (which border the apartments on their 
north side) and the storage facility. They would likely be affected by the 
passage of PL trains. | suggest that sound walls be built to mitigate that 
noise. 


Third, | urge that the TPSS shown to the east of the end of Kansas Ave. 
and to the south of the Purple Line be moved to the north side of the 
tracks. The south side is a residential area, while the north side is an 
industrial area. The area to the north side is in a “Y” between the PL 
tracks and the CSX tracks and is unlikely to be redeveloped. The TPSS 
will not be out of place there. The area on the south side is a residential 
area and the Purple Line plan may be redesigned to allow trail access 
from Kansas Ave. The TPSS would be more appropriately sited on the 
north side. 


Fourth, | do support making the trail accessible from Kansas Ave. 


Finally, | support the Purple Line’s attempt to acquire land from CSX to 
provide room to finish the Capital Crescent Trail to allow a walker/biker 
path from Silver Spring to Bethesda. 


Thank you for your careful considerations of these points. Through their 
hard work the Purple Line Project managers and engineers have been 
able to make numerous improvements to the design as it affects the 
Rosemary Hills/Lyttonsville community. Those changes will help make 
our community more livable and vibrant. The changes that | have here 
suggested are minor relative to those earlier changes, but | think that 
they are important to insure that the community can fully benefit from the 
building of this project. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #617 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

State : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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10/21/2013 

Greg 

Lewis 

MD 
lewisying@starpower.net 


Reject the Purple Line proposal. The MTA's own analysis demonstrates 
that, from a transportation and environmental perspective, a bus rapid 
transit system is a more efficient system for transporting people than the 
proposed Purple Line. The infrastructure required for the Purple Line 
will destroy highly valued tree canopy across the proposed route and the 
highly used Capital Crescent Trail. Montgomery County is planning to 
implement a bus rapid transit system elsewhere throughout the county, 
and it makes no sense to add a different transportation system just to 
serve the proposed Purple Line route. The gross waste of tax dollars is 
reason enough to reject the Purple Line, but the environmental impact 
makes pursuing this project unforgivable. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/21/2013 

Jason 

Stanek 

6401 Good Luck Road 
Riverdale 

MD 

20737 
jasonmaxstanek@gmail.com 
FEIS Comment File 


Situating the track alignment right down the middle of Kenilworth Ave 
(the segment between 410 and River Road in Riverdale) is a bad idea. 


FTA/MTA got it right the first time and should adhere to the original 
proposal to have the track alignment along the west-side of Kenilworth 
Ave, despite the fact that some outdated commercial properties would 
be permanently displaced. 


Please consider reverting to your original proposal and keep the tracks 
off Kenilworth Avenue. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #619 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/21/2013 

First Name : Jenny 

Last Name : Love 

Address : 607 DARTMOUTH AVE 
City : SILVER SPRING 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : jenniferalove@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please keep the issue open of what to do about the Power Substation 
on Wayne Ave. We need a design that maintains the aesthetics of the 
neighborhood and contributes to the positive growth of Silver Spring. 
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Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


10/21/2013 

Fabian E 

Soria 

618 Greenbrier Dr 
Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
loro_soria@hotmail.com 


My wife and | recently moved to Silver Spring a couple of month ago. 
Since the property was close to Wayne Ave, we inquired about the 
impact that the Purple line could have - we reached out find out about 
this, and we were told that the noise wouldn't be too bad to become an 
issue for the property. 


A few months after we moved in, we discover (much to our surprise), 
that there is a planned Track Power Substation RIGHT ACROSS our 
home. When we were in the process of buying a home where our yet-to- 
be born baby would grow, nobody mentioned this to us. 


We fear about the impact that such substation could have for our home 
as well as for the whole neighborhood. Some of the options that are 
being considered would have a very negative impact on our lives, and 
therefore we would like to request MTA to keep OPEN the issue of what 
to do about the Power Substation on Wayne ave. | think that there are 
good options that have not been explored yet, and we urge MTA to 
consider the impact on he communities. 
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10/21/2013 

Andrew 

Vincent 

606 Cloverfield Place 
Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 
avsspam@gmail.com 


| am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 
home is one block from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation 
site. | write to ask that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do about 
the Power Substation on Wayne. | am concerned over potential negative 
impacts to my property value from the location and current proposed 
design of this substation. Thank you 
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10/21/2013 
Margaret 
Everson-Fisher 
2605 Ross Road 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
milesmef@aol.com 


As a resident in the Rock Creek Forest area, the Purple Line will more 
than likely devastate the quality of life in this area. We already endure 
terrible congestion and the Purple Line along with the additional 
businesses to be developed will only heighten the problem. For 
example, if the trains are going to be crossing over major roads such as 
Connecticut Avenue and Jones Mill Road, the already substantial back- 
up will only be made worse as traffic will be delayed due to crossing 
trains. Those that currently use these two thoroughfares in the morning 
and evening are not going to be the ones to use the Purple Line. The 
situation is already bad enough within the Beltway -- why not consider 
some kind of parallel system outside the Beltway such as setting up a 
separate bus lane with an increased number of buses? Safety concerns 
cannot be ignored due to the potential in increased traffic. 
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10/21/2013 

Paul 

Weidow 

MD 
pweidow@gmail.com 


The FEIS is severely flawed. It does not consider the trail an invaluable 
recreation area with its 20 acre forest an irreplaceable natural resource. 
This stretch has been used as a park for over 20 years and there is no 

understanding or consideration of how invaluable it is in people's lives. 


Another flaw in the document is its failure to recognize the noise 

disturbance a walker, runner or biker will endure alongside trains 

traveling 50mph. The peaceful tranquil setting it is today will be harmfully 

impacted by a train sound 200 times a day. This is what an 

an meas impact statement is supposed to point out, but this one 
oesn't. 


We envision a world class trail and park system from Georgetown 
through Bethesda and connecting into downtown Silver Spring. We 
need more trails for biking, running and walking throughout our 
neighborhoods, not less! Lastly, NO ONE WILL USE THIS RAIL LINE! 
Much like the Inter County Connector, this is a colossal waste of 
taxpayer money, and grave damage will occur to the environment. 
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Comment Date : 10/21/2013 
First Name : Alex 

Last Name : Papageorge 
State : MD 

Email Address : ap52x@nih.gov 


Submission Content/Notes : The proposed location of the Bethesda Purple Line Station is three 
blocks distance from the Bethesda Multi-Modal Transit Center for 
Metrobus and Ride-On bus connections. Approximately 30% of Purple 
Line passengers will require bus connections. 


Therefore, the Bethesda Purple Line terminus will fail these passengers 
who will not / cannot walk three blocks between connections. The MTA 
has refused to address this transfer connectivity problem. 


The Bethesda Purple Line Station location will fail ADA requirements for 
passengers transferring to buses. 
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10/21/2013 

Robert 

Lederman 

3916 Underwood Street 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
robert.lederman@gmail.com 


| have read the FEIS. 

| believe federal environmental approval should not be granted. 

- Promises made to the community have not been upheld as the project 
evolved (preservation of trees, preservation of trail, preservation of at- 
grade crossing for our students, etc). We feel this reflects a degree of 
disingenuousness from the project management team. 

- This environmental overdevelopment is not matched by infrastructure 
enhancement to our schools, which already are overcrowded. 

- Power substations are undesirable in these densely populated 
communities. 

- Ridership exaggeration and overall poor project planning and 
management and execution suggest a high risk of adverse 
environmental impact. 


Please do not allow this project to proceed. 
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10/21/2013 

Shane 

Farthing 

Washington Area Bicyclist Association 


146 U Street, NE 
Washington 

DC 

20002 
shane@waba.org 
Dear MTA: 


WABA supports the Purple Line project because we believe it presents 
the most viable option for the improvement of the Georgetown 
Branch/Capital Crescent Trail connection between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. The resulting paved trail with improved, grade-separated 
crossings of major arterials has long been the promise of this project for 
those members of the community who travel by bicycle. Therefore, we 
are pleased to see the long-awaited completion of the FEIS. 


However, we are deeply concerned at the treatment of the trail in the 
FEIS. Rather than embracing the trail as an integral part of the work of 
all parties, MTA acknowledges a willingness to pursue only a single off- 
road and grade-separated alignment, before reverting to the lowest 
common denominator alternative of an “on-road trail.” This is 
insufficient. 


The trail component is integral to the project, and MTA must cooperate 
with MCDOT and other stakeholders to ensure appropriate collaboration 
on project goals, timelines, and deliverables to ensure that a paved, 
traffic-separated and grade-separated trail connection between the two 
downtowns is completed. 


Therefore, we insist that the trail component of this project be given 
more than a single-shot attempt before MTA passes all responsibility to 
others. MTA must accept its responsibility for ensuring that an 
appropriately designed train is integrated into the design, as must 
MCDOT and other entities. 


We continue to support the Purple Line, but that support is largely due to 
the promise the Purple Line represents for the accompanying trail 
connection. It is the responsibility of MTA, as the lead agency of this 
project, to work with other necessary stakeholders to ensure that a 
paved, grade-separated trail results. 


Commitments to the creation of a paved, separated trail have been 
made repeatedly by MTA representatives in statements and in 
renderings, and such commitments should similarly be included in the 
FEIS: 


Sincerely, 


Shane Farthing 
Washington Area Bicyclist Association 
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10/21/2013 

John and Dianne 
Keppler 

7508 Lynn Drive 

Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
dmkeppler@yahoo.com 
Dear Sir/Madam: 


We write as property owners whose home sits adjacent to the proposed 
path of the Purple Line train. Our home is located on Lynn Drive, next to 
the access path between Lynn Drive in the Town of Chevy Chase and 
the Capital Crescent Trail. As property owners who live along the trail, it 
will come as no surprise that we, like thousands of others, enjoy the 
Capital Crescent Trail and want it to stay a trail without a train. Having 
said that, we understand that others in the community want a Purple 
Line train, so a train on the Capital Cresecent Trail may, in fact, be 
coming. 


We have two concerns about the Purple Line FEIS. First, we believe it 
is important for there to be a safe, convenient crossing between Lynn 
Drive and the Capital Crescent Trail. We see hundreds of high school 
kids cross the trail every school day, walking between the Town and 
Bethesda Chevy-Chase High School. It would be negligent not to 
provide a safe means of passage across a train track between a 
neighborhood of 1,000 homes and the local public high school. Failing 
to do so will certainly result in kids running across the Purple Line tracks 
in between trains - and risk the lives of our kids. 


Second, we are concerned that the Maryland Transit Administration is 
not being forthright about how may properties it will need to take for 
construction, whether partially or entirely. Our home is 20 feet from the 
trail, and only approximately 60 feet of trail lies between it and the 
Regent condominums on East West Highway. We find it incredible that 
our property, located at such a narrow choke point on the trail, will 
remain unaffected by construction of the train — particularly because in 
January 2012, MTA released a list of properties, including ours, at risk 
for condemnation. While MTA claims that the 2012 list was inaccurate 
and Michael Madden of MTA has told us that MTA "will not touch” our 
property during construction or after, we are concerned that MTA is 
playing fast and loose with property owners, limiting the number of 
properties it acknowledges it will have to take in order to keep its stated 
construction costs down. We are afraid that we, and other property 
owners like us, will only receive notice from MTA that our properties are 
being condemned long after construction has begun and as the wrecking 
balls are hanging over our homes. 


We urge MTA to be forthright about its plans for condemning property 
along the path of the train and include the cost of all potential property 
takings in its cost estimates. Otherwise we — and the private entites who 
are being asked to help fund construction of the train — will be sorely 
surprised by MTA’s last minute property takings and gross under- 
estimation of construction costs. 


Sincerely, 
John and Dianne Keppler 
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10/21/2013 

Reed 

Dewey 

4618 Derussey Parkway 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
reed-dewey@verizon.net 


| am very opposed to running the Purple Line along the Crescent Trail. 
It is a natural and priceless natural resource that once gone can never 
be brought back. Please look at other routes, like East West Highway, 
where there is even more density. Please don't let Chevy Chase Land 
Trust push their desire to add value to their land for their own narrow 
interests. We will fight this however we can to preserve this trail for 
future generations. 
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Comment Date : 10/21/2013 

First Name : Phil 

Last Name : Downey 

Address : 510 Ashford Rd. 

City : Silver Spring 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20910 

Email Address : phildowney.jr@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | want to voice strong support for the proposed Purple Line stop at 
Wayne and Dale. I've lived within 3 blocks of the proposed stop for close 

to 30 years. If we're going to build the Purple Line, | want to maximize 
the benefit for myself and my neighborhood and be able to walk to a 
nearby stop. Otherwise it's all pain and no gain. Any so-called 

community association opposing the stop does not speak for me. 
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Comment Date : 10/21/2013 

First Name : Bill 

Last Name : Felling 

Address : 5113 Wilson Lane 
City : Bethesda 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20814 

Email Address : bill_ felling@jsi.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | wanted to thank you for your thoughtful work on the benefits and 
impact of the new purple line, and to provide a counterpoint to some of 
Al the voices which will be raised in opposition to any effort to change the 
capital crescent trail. | believe the proposed changes to the 
undeveloped section of the trail will in fact enhance it's use and 
availability, and applaud your efforts to mix rail and trail. 
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10/21/2013 

Ken 

Harrison 

8701 Susanna Ln 

Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
ken.harrison@gmail.com 


1) Where is the loss of a wildlife corridor mentioned in the EIS? 

The wildlife corridor from Rock Creek to the C&O canal will be broken 
with this project. We may get the transportation corridor with connecting 
walkways connecting stations but the wildlife corridor will certainly be 
lost. | was surprised to not see this highlighted in an environmental 
impact statement. 


2) The current trail is a park in every sense of the word. My guess is 
that it is one of the most efficient parks around, in terms of the number of 
people using it any point in time for the given area. | do not see 
reference to the loss of this park anywhere in the EIS. There is just 
fuzzy reference to the alternatives leading to further park loss from 
growth. The new trail will not be a park as much as a way to get toa 
neighboring station, which is not the same. 


3) The removal of the current trail will be a tremendous loss to the 
community. This cannot be overstated. By my assessment as a 
frequent walker on the trail, | am continually surprised how many 
commuters/joggers/families/wildlife use this trail. Aside from our family 
being personally impacted by a takings of the corner of our backyard, we 
will more dearly mourn the loss to our community. It connects us, both 
physically and in our hearts, to our elementary school (Rosemary), 
downtown Bethesda (where we magically pop out), to the Bethesda pool 
where we swim, to our local bagel/coffee shop. It is really in many ways 
the heart of the community and we will mourn it. This should be clearly 
articulated. To think of it as a biking trail or jogging path alone is not 
getting it right. 
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Comment Date : 10/21/2013 

First Name : Cynthia 

Last Name : Green 

Address : 5512 Westbard Avenue 
City : Bethesda 

State : MD 

Zip Code : 20816 

Email Address : cpgreen@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : The FEIS misses some key issues--noise, loss of tree cover which could 
affect ambient temperature, the danger of the trains to pedestrians on 
the narrow strip of trail left, and loss of wildlife habitat. The claims of little 

C.3, impact are not substantiated by data. 
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10/21/2013 

Penina 

Maya 

4321 Rosedale Ave. 
Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
peninamaya@gmail.com 


Bulldozing nearly 20 acres of mature forest in our densely populated 
area of Montgomery County would be devastating to our precious 
community resource, the Georgetown Branch of the Capital Crescent 
Trail. PLEASE do not destroy our beloved park! Once the trees are 
clear-cut, they cannot be replaced due to the overhead wires the Purple 
Line would require. PLEASE follow the example of Justice W. Douglas, 
who years ago wisely understood that the C and O Canal park was an 
irreplaceable and special place, worthy of preservation for generations to 
come. We and our children need quiet, green places! We should not 
have to drive to those peaceful places when today so many can bike or 
walk to the beautiful green Trail. Please reconsider the other available 
options for transportation in our region. Thank you. Penina Maya, East 
Bethesda 
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10/21/2013 

S.P. 

Manion 

7711 Radnor Road 
Bethesda 

MD 

20817 
sp.mann@live.com 


The AA/DEIS contained incorrect information, as it was a boilerplate for 
a South Florida transit project. As presented to the public, the assertions 
in the AA/DEIS failed to address that the Georgetown Branch right of 
way while being 60 feet wide was only 18- 20 feet wide at the top of the 
railway embankment that supported a single line track. To develop a 60 
foot double line track at least 150 if not 180 feet of developed width are 
required for safe construction. This is also not addressed in the FEIS, 
other than a short mention of the construction impacts and finally 
admitting that eminent domain purchases will be necessary. In the 
AA/DEIS, the cost of the project was exponentially understated, which 
assisted in the selection of the particular path for the Purple Line. In the 
FEIS, the costs are beginning to address reality, however the costs for 
the aerial structures, are still understated. Also the environmental 
unavoidable and permanent consequences are also not clearly 
presented in either the AA/EIS or the FEIS, as they will be severe in 
particular areas, bridges over waterways and where the clear cutting of 
indigenous forests has to occur to accommodate the 150-180 foot width 
necessary for construction. The AA/EIS never considered an alternative 
of a street rail. BRT was considered, and dismissed, even though it 
offered an considerably less costly option that achieved the same effect. 
If rail was the preferred transit means, why not include a street rail 
option, which would be more costly than BRT, but achieve the more 
appealing rail transit on an existing developed street instead of land that 
has been used as a natural parkland for decades, surrounded by an 
indigenous forest. It is discouraging to note that decisions are pre- 
determined, and that an DEIS and FEIS would be presented that avoid 
stating facts, and gloss over the long-term environmental impacts which 
will be cumulative, unavoidable and permanent. This includes the loss of 
trees, the reduction in air quality, the increase in noise pollution, the 
increase in air pollution, the decrease in waterway quality from the loss 
of tree cover and the eradication of all wildlife along the wooded areas 
that now exist. Nor do either the AA/EIS or the FEIS address the real 
impact of construction on the region, with the loss to the economy with 
the traffic stoppage at all the major roadways that will be affected with 
the construction of bridges. The exercise of public comments and the 
prior process of the AA/EIS are clearly palliatives to the public, as the 
choice was always a foregone conclusion, with little regard to the public, 
the environment, neighborhoods which will be severed, homes and other 
buildings that have to be demolished and the general discomfit of the 
public at large by the years of construction, which will be double that 
stated, not to mention the cost which will be exponentially higher than 
stated in the AA/EIS and multiples higher than stated in this FEIS. 
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10/21/2013 

Daniel 

Leggett 

3613 Chevy Chase Lake Dr. 
2 

Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 

dleggett@rcn.com 


The Georgetown Branch Interim Trail is a park in fact and should be 
included as a Section 4(f ) property. 


The FEIS Chapter 4, Environmental Resources, Impacts, and Mitigation, 
p 6-20, Table 6-4 Section 4(f) Properties Identified in the AA/DEIS Not 
Used by the Preferred Alternative lists the Georgetown Branch Interim 
Trail (GBT) as an excluded property. The reason for the exclusion is 
essentially that this property was designated for transit in 1995. 
However, the GBT east of Wisconsin Ave. has the same history and 
usage as the Capital Crescent Trail west of Wisconsin Ave. yet a higher 
standard of environmental impact review would be applied if Capital 
Crescent Trail were impacted by a transportation project. The GBT is 
consists of about 20 acres characterized by mature trees and a natural 
setting, yet it is surrounded by an urban environment. It is used by 
thousands of people every day for recreation and human-powered 
transportation. To say that this is not a park, just like the Capital 
Crescent Trail, because of an arbitrary designation as a future transit 
corridor 18 years ago violates the intent of an Environmental Impact 
Statement. The GBT is a park-in-fact and should be subject to the same 
level of environmental review as if the GBT were a designated park. 
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10/22/2013 

Neil 

Tender 

4808 Moorland Ln. 

905 

Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
neiltender@yahoo.com 


| am opposed to building the Purple line along the Georgetown Branch 
Trail because | am a heavy recreational user of the trail. | have lived in 
downtown Bethesda since 1998 and it is a very scenic and pleasant park 
setting for myself and thousands of others | share it with, especially 
those who live in an urban setting. 

In the hot summer months, the mature tree canopy provides shade that 
makes it bearable to run. The crushed gravel surface is ideal for 
running. There is no other place to do this. 

| was around to see the Georgetown Branch Trail get paved, the 
Wisconsin Avenue tunnel get opened, and the trestle get renovated. 
These were expensive projects payed for by taxpayer dollars. At no 
point were these improvements advertised as "temporary". | welcomed 
all of these trail upgrades and the Georgetown Branch Trail was a major 
factor for choosing the move to and remain in Bethesda. It feels like 
betrayal that this beautiful trail and all of these improvements are 
considering being ripped out now. The new trail will be good for 
commuters but terrible for the many recreational users such as myself 
due to the loss of the scenic tree canopy, 4 foot high retaining walls 
blocking views, and a fence on the other side making it feel very 
constrained and claustrophobic. The trains will be noisy and it will no 
longer feel tranquil, peaceful, and secluded. 

In the AA/DEIS comments and responses, | don't see any place where 
these concerns are addressed. 

| strongly recommend alternatives be considered other than the 
Georgetown Branch Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 
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10/22/2013 

Neil 

Tender 

4808 Moorland Ln. 

905 

Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
neiltender@yahoo.com 


| have read through the entire FEIS document, and | am still having 
trouble understanding the motivation for the Purple Line. The document 
feels very biased towards the proposed Purple Line corridor as if itis a 
forgone conclusion that it will be built. The alternatives and public 
concerns do not seem to get fair treatment. | believe it is a solution 
looking for a problem. For sure the traffic is bad in the Purple Line as it 
is all over the region, but it's not convincing that spending $2.2 billion on 
the Purple Line puts the money where it is most effective. 

| have to challenge some of the projections used to justify the Purple 
Line. For example, 14,990 daily boardings to the Bethesda Purple Line 
station by 2040? Really? The Bethesda MetroRAIL only gets 10,608 
daily passengers today! Hard to believe the trolley will get 40% more 
than rail even in 25 years. The population of the Bethesda and Silver 
Spring CBDs will nearly double by 2040? That seems so hard to 
believe. For Bethesda to grow from 13,949 to 24,827 would require 
dozens of new high rise apartments. 

Just what problem is the Purple Line trying to solve? The FEIS indicates 
that a Bethesda-Silver Spring commute will improve from 17 minutes (for 
no build scenario) to 9 minutes (for Purple Line) and that a College Park- 
New Carrollton commute will improve from 20 minutes to 16 minutes. 
What's the problem here? 20 minutes is a great commute!!! This area is 
already well served by an extensive bus network and it shows. It can be 
easily argued that many of the car-less residents choose to have no car 
for this very reason, or choose to live in the region because they don't 
require a car (perhaps it is a financial strain). 

The biggest traffic problem is still the inbound-outbound corridors. 1-270, 
I-95, BW parkway are all jammed during rush hour and | see no efforts 
to improve this. How about someone who drives to a park-and-ride, 
takes a bus to the Shady Grove metro, and then rides 45 minutes 
downtown! Now that is the real problem. The FEIS indicates that most 
trips in the Purple Line Region are short ones anyway. Few people 
would take it from Bethesda to New Carrollton, and that trip is almost as 
fast on the EXISTING metrorail system even going through the city! 

The Purple Line brochures, FEIS, and web page all read like marketing 
material, with clever purple fonts as if they are trying to sell something. 
But if there was truly a strong need and interest for the Purple Line, this 
wouldn't be necessary, the public would demand it. | don't see that 
happening. 

Please seriously reconsider using these funds for another transportation 
project that will have a greater impact. The problems in the Purple Line 
region can be largely improved through low cost conventional means, 
such as expanding and improving existing bus service, HOV lanes, bike 
trails/bikeshare, road improvements, etc... 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #640 DETAIL 





First Name : Marsha A 
Last Name : Francis 
Email Address : beardiechick@hotmail.com 
Submission Content/Notes : The FEIS is flawed!! It does NOT consider the trail an invaluable 
C3 recreation area with its 20 acre forest an irreplaceable natural resource. 
lt fails to recognize the noise disturbance/disruption that will raise the 
decibel level to unacceptable levels--frightening the natural forest 


inhabitants, the tranquility of the residents who border the trail, and the 
E.9 bike riders/walkers who daily use the trail to have a few tranquil 
| moments to escape from the noise/pollution and din generators of any 
motorized/mechanized intruders. 
Marsha A. Francis 
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First Name : Shirley and Marshall 
Last Name : Keys 
Email Address : SMKEYS@COMCAST.NET 


Submission Content/Notes : The Capital Crescent Trail should be re-classified as a National Park 
and then established as a National 

Treasure. Numerous buildings are named "national treasures' but have 
little impact on the lives of the 
surrounding neighborhoods. The Trail contributes on a daily basis to the 
quality of life in Montgomery 

county and to the State of Maryland. Let's preserve this precious 
resource! 
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First Name: Anne-Marie 
Last Name : Fiala 
Email Address : afial001@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | would like to see Montgomery County be trail blazers and turn the trail 
into a commuter bike path complete with bike stations and low energy 
lighting for early morning/early evening commuters, water fountains, and 
snow Clearance in the winter. Now that would be REAL green 
transportation, not ripping out trees and placing tracks through 
neighborhoods for loud, expensive trains. If Madison Wisconsin can do 
it with their winters, so can Montgomery County 
http://www.cityofmadison.com/bikemadison/ 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #643 DETAIL 





First Name : Karen 
Last Name : FitzGerald 
Email Address : kefitzgerald@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : To the MTA, 
| live in the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood in Silver Spring. | am 
writing to ask that the MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do about the 
C.4 power substation along Wayne Avenue. An above-ground substation, 
eel as is currently under discussion, is not compatible with the residential 
character of our neighborhood. By keeping the issue, open all parties 
will have a chance to come to agreement on this matter and to find a 
solution that is right for our neighborhood. 


Sincerely, 
Karen FitzGerald 


Sent from my iPad 
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First Name : Mary S. 
Last Name : Rivkin 
Email Address : rivkin@umbc.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : Response to FEIS by Rivkin and Williams re trestle bridge.docx (13 kb) 


al 


October 21, 2013 


Via Electronic Submission (FEIS @ purplelinemd.com) 


LO: Maryland Transit Administration and Federal Transit Administration 

FROM: Mary S. Rivkin and Lynda Williams 

RE: Purple Line—Final Environmental Impact Statement And Draft Section 4(f) 
Evaluation 


The Historic Railroad Trestle Bridge over Rock Creek—4 ropert 


It is not clear how the century-old railroad trestle bridge escaped designation as a 4(f) property. 
Its sturdy design and workmanship are inspiring. And indeed with the Trail bridge on top, 
creating a walkable surface, it offers a beautiful view of Rock Creek and its surrounding forest. 
The two new bridges that will replace it, one 10-15 feet lower and the other 30 feet lower, and 
crossing each other in the middle will drastically and irrevocably alter the views, both from 
below on the Rock Creek Trail and from above on the dual bridges. So omitting any discussion 
of the historic bridge is an oversight in the FEIS. 


The oversight should be remedied. 
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Email Address : rivkin@umbc.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : Response to FEIS health and safety of children by Rivkin-individual.docx 
(29 kb) 
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October 21, 2013 


Via Electronic Submission (FEIS @ purplelinemd.com) 


LO: Maryland Transit Administration and Federal Transit Administration 

FROM: Mary S. Rivkin 

Re: Purple Line—Final Environmental Impact Statement And Draft Section 4(F) 
Evaluation. 


Safety and Health of Children Disregarded in FEIS 


I appreciate the opportunity to respond to the request by the MTA and FTA for comments on the 
FEIS for the Purple Line. 


I am an associate professor of education at the University of Maryland, Baltimore County, and 
dedicated to the health and welfare of children. This concern prompted me as a board member of 
the Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail (FCCT) to request from MTA and Montgomery County 
a Health Impact Assessment (HIA) for the Purple Line. This request was denied. Even though 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) calls for a HIA when a project is subject to 
environmental justice concerns —-69% of the Purple Line is slated for environmental justice 
areas—the request was denied. Furthermore the Association for Public Health (APHA) has 
issued a policy statement calling for health impacts to be considered in all public projects. The 
effect of large transportation and other projects in densely populated areas has become too 
conspicuous to ignore, but our request was denied. This is regrettable because it limits the scope 
and thus value of the FEIS. A supplemental FEIS is needed. 





My reading of the FEIS finds that it pays scant heed to the needs of children, for safety and for 
overall health. 


Safety. The FEIS does state that numerous children cross the Georgetown Branch Trail to attend 
Bethesda-Chevy Chase High School and that consideration has been given to creating a safe 
passage at Lynn Drive. But the FEIS fails to mention the proximity of Lourdes Elementary, 
North Chevy Chase Elementary, Rosemary Hills Elementary, and two Bethesda child care 
centers which are immediately adjacent or one or two blocks away from the Trail. Nor does it 
mention that children often walk or bike to two schools on the western portion of the Capital 
Crescent Trail (CCT), Washington Episcopal and Westland Middle schools. Westland Middle 
serves children all along the CCT and Georgetown Branch Trail. Montgomery County Public 
Schools participate in the FTA/MTA Safe Routes to Schools program but not for these schools. 
In their drive to validate the Purple Line, Montgomery County and MTA ignore the fact that the 


[Type text] 


Capital Crescent Trail is a Safe Route to School. The Georgetown Branch part of it is three 
miles long with not a car in sight, lined with trees, and passes under two state highways (Rts. 410 
and 355). It offers a safe and peaceful way to make the trip. As proposed, the Purple Line will 
add safety by a bridge over Connecticut Ave, and a tunnel under Jones Mill Rd, but take away 
safety at Wisconsin Ave (Rte 355) by requiring a 6-lane on-street crossing. The peacefulness is 
gone forever with 40 mph trains hurtling by constantly. 


The other compelling safety issue is that created by trains themselves. Trains consider persons 
on the tracks as “trespassers” and Maryland is 5" in the nation for trespasser fatalities. A child 
or even an adult is no match for a vehicle at 35-45 mph. About 20 mph is the survive-a-hit 
limit. The trains on the Georgetown Branch Trail will be traveling in the 35-45 mph range. 


Trains are a hazard to people. Adding fast trains to an increasingly congested area is dangerous. 
People cross tracks and walk along tracks, technically trespassers, but realistically just people 
trying to get from here to there, and for the Georgetown Branch using a familiar route. Statistics 
for Maryland on train-trespasser fatalities and injuries, 2009-11, show that of the 62 deaths and 
injuries, 9 were in Montgomery County (Federal Railroad Administration, Office of Safety 
Analysis.) Furthermore, nearly a third, 20 of the 62 deaths and injuries, were to young people 
ages 11-25. It is wrong to chance raising this regrettable number by running trains next to a high 
school with 2500 young people. 


A supplemental FEIS would deal with these compelling safety issues more completely. 


Health. When the original plan in the late 1980’s was approved, a general understanding of the 
benefits of nature to health existed. Since that time, as parks and open spaces have become more 
scarce in urban areas, researchers and policy makers have validated this understanding. See 
Frances Kuo, 2010, for a review of empirical research on health benefits of nature*. The 
American Public Health Association .in November will publish an even more current review as a 
policy statement.** The evidence is so strong that the American Academy of Pediatrics 
recommends that its members write prescriptions for time outdoors and in nature for children. 
Obesity, anxiety, and ADHD have been shown to be ameliorated by nature exposure. 


When nature is “nearby’(within 2 mile), its benefits are available. When all the trees are 
clearcut, and there are trains rushing along, the current Trail will no longer be “nearby nature” 
but a shadeless noisy sidewalk. This nature trail will never be replaced. The peaceful 
indigenous forest is irreplaceable. No wonder the FEIS does not deal with mitigation of the 
forest. It cannot be done. It is inexplicable why public officials would want to take such a 
valuable resource away from the County’s children, particularly as the population of children 
steadily increases and the already small school yards in lower Montgomery County are used for 
classroom space. 
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That both the State and County in other planning documents*** advocate for more 
park/recreation space for lower Montgomery County adds to the irony. Hard on the success of 
Governor O’Malley’s success at planting A Million Trees, the County now has a Shades of 
Green initiative to subsidize more tree canopy for the Bethesda Central Business District (CBD), 
which is bisected by the Trail. Cut down all the big trees on the Trail and plant little ones in the 
CBD? 


Finally, Rosemary Hills Elementary School borders the proposed Purple Line. The noise level 
will be detrimental to the children’s learning. The school plans an extension in 2015 to deal with 
more population—the extension will be on the side closest to the tracks. Again, inexplicable. 


The FEIS trivializes the health and safety of children. A supplemental FEIS is required. 


References 


*Kuo, F. M. 2010. Parks and Other Green Environments: Essential Components of a Healthy 
Human Habitat. Ashburn, VA: National Recreation and Park Association . 


** Chawla, L, & Little, J. 2013. Improving Health and Wellness through Access to Nature. 
Policy Statement under review by American Public Health Association. 


****Mfaryland Department of Natural Resources. 2009. Maryland Land Preservation , Parks, 
and Recreation Plan, 2009. Annapolis, MD: Author. And Montgomery Department of Parks 
and Montgomery Department of Recreation, 2012. 20/2 Park Recreation and Open Space 
(PROS). Rockville, MD: Author. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #646 DETAIL 








First Name : Kathee 
Last Name : Baker 
Email Address : baker.kathee@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | love the trail just as it is -- green and natural. The trail provides a 

peaceful break from the hubbub of everyday living in the greater 
Washington, DC area. The very idea of the Purple Line makes me want 

to move out of Bethesda (and out of Maryland), where | was born and 
raised. When I've moved away from the area, I've always wanted to 
return to Bethesda. Not now with this possibility -- | can only think that 
anyone who wants this Purple Line will be making money from it. Shame 
on them. 
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First Name : Katie 
Last Name : Rosenberg 
Email Address : Ktro@starpower.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Don't cut the trees. 

Fix the timing of the lights during rush hour. 

Provide ride on transportation at jones mill and jones bridge to access 
the metro. 


E.11 


EI 
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First Name : Charlotte 
Last Name : Cunningham 
Email Address : charlotte.cunningham@rcn.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The trail is the ONLY safe way to walk or bike into Bethesda from Chevy 
Chase and is used frequently. There are no sidewalks along East-West 

Hwy from Beach Drive to Brookville Road. My children rode their bikes 
to both Westland and BCC on this trail. If the Purple line is built, the trail 
will be ruined and it will not be safe for kids or adults to ride bikes or walk 


to Bethesda. 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Tom 
Edwards 
tomjedwards@netscape.net 


| live very close to the proposed location of a TractionPower Substation 
(TPSS) at Cloverfield Road and Wayne Avenue. | understand the need 
for traction poweralong Wayne Avenue, and | support the work of the 
Seven Oaks Evanswood CitizensAssociation (SOECA) to explore 
alternatives instead of an above-groundplacement of a TPSS in our 
residential area. SOECA has passed a resolution to this effect. 


| ask MTA to keep this issue open and to work with the 
ResidentialWayne community to find an acceptable solution for a TPSS. 


MTA has said that the Purple Line will have “Anextensive change to 
visual character constituting a high visual effect ... along Wayne 
Avenue.” (FEIS Table 4-1, p. 4-9,emphasis added) 


To mitigate this effect, MTA says that it will “buildtraction power 
substations with landscaping or appropriate architecturaltreatments to be 
compatible withadjacent land uses in areas of moderate or high visual 
sensitivity.” (FEISTable 4-1, p. 4-9, emphasis added) 


| believestrongly that the plan for this TPSS — despite the late addition of 
some landscaping-— is not in any way “compatible” withour community. 


Ourneighborhood is the only 100% residential area along the entire 
PurpleLine route. Thus, | believe ourcommunity deserves a better 
solution for TPSS placement than those MTA has so farproposed. 


| am a strong supporter of public transportation, and | wantthe Purple 
Line to demonstrate the creativity that can occur when stakeholderswith 
varied interests — including MTA — work together to find a solution. 
Good solutions are possible. We just need more time to find them. 


Thank you for your time and attention. 
Tom Edwards 

619 Greenbrier Drive 

Silver Spring, Maryland 


Email: tomjedwards@netscape.net 
Phone: 301-565-3101 
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First Name: Rhona 
Last Name : Johnston 
Email Address : tandrjohnston@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The Capital Crescent Trail is a peaceful oasis encouraging physical 
activity and connecting our community to others. An environment that 
contributes to stress reduction while allowing movement between 
communities should be protected. If trains and the associated noise and 
disruption move in the same space, the oasis provided by the trail will no 
longer exist. The loss of mature trees required by this project is sad and 
would have a negative impact on the environment. 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


E.9 


my | o| | 
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Sutonta 
Thumprasert 
kaisut@live.com 


Dear Sir/Madam: 

|, Sutonta Thumprasert, have been the owner of Thai Derm Restaurant 
for 30th years.| am disappointed that the FEIS did not contain the 
information that | need to plan for my business. For instance, how will 
the noise and vibration effect my customers' enjoyment of their meals? 
>From pictures that | have seen, it appears that there are quite a few 
poles that will be needed on Bonifant Street. Most of the parking on 
Bonifant Street will be removed for the Purple LIne and | will be more 
reliant on customers walking to my restaurant. If the poles or other 
support equipment makes the sidewalks crowded, it will discourage 
pedestrians from patronizing my restaurant. 

MTA has been very indifferent to these issue and | don't think that they 
understand business planning. Why wasn't any of this been addressed 
in the FEIS? 

| am requesting that MTA do the studies needed to get accurate 
information on noise, vibration and the visual look of Bonifant Street 
(poles, wires, Support boxes) as soon as possible. 

Submitted by:Sutonta ThumprasertThai Derm Restaurant 
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First Name : Brad 
Last Name : Shingleton 
Email Address : gf4763@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : The proposed light rail would be financially irresponsible, unnecessary in 
light of alternatives, and would effectively destroy a great resource for 


folks who don't have many other trails like it. 
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First Name : Jeanette 
Last Name : Honsa 
Email Address : jmhonsa@msn.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | support better transportation along the Purple Line route, but | believe 


the Purple Line bus rapid transit (BRT) is much superior to the light rail 
option. 


Compared to light rail, BRT is better because: 


(1)BRT is much less expensive. Light rail involves much greater 
construction costs, without bringing a better system. 


(2)BRT is flexible. BRT can respond more easily and rapidly and cost 
effectively to changes in traffic patterns, ridership demands, equipment 
or facilities failure, traffic disruptions. Anyone utilizing Metro Rail knows 
the vulnerability of the system -- large portions or even the entire system 
can go down for extended periods due to small equipment failure or 
accidents. BRT can be re-routed around such problems. 


(3)BRT produces less noise, both in terms of vehicle noise and traction 
power substations (in the case of light rail). The Department of 
Transportation at first denied any substantial noise from the operation of 
the light rail; now it admits to significant levels especially of train wheels 
around curves, train announcements, and from the power substations. 


(4)BRT would disrupt neighborhoods less (with smaller stations or stops, 
no traction power substations, less degradation of quality of life from 
noise, etc.). 


(5)BRT can be more responsive to ridership levels. The Dept. of 
Transportation has changed their estimates of ridership levels over the 
years to what some believe to be unrealistically high. With light rail, if 
ridership levels are consistently lower than these predictions, the 
taxpayers will be stuck with paying for underutilized fixed capital 
(stations, traction power substations, rolling stock, etc.) which came at a 
high price and which is not easily adaptable or which is not easily 
disposed of. With BRT, there would be less fixed capital costs to pay; 
and excess buses would likely be easier to sell at a greater percentage 
of the original cost than light rail trains would. 


(6)BRT would require less taking of private property. 


(7)BRT has proved itself in this area. Consider Metro's express buses 
from the Silver Spring Station to downtown via Georgia Avenue (and 
more recently down 16th Street). Both Georgia Ave and 16th St. are 
congested, yet the limited stop service has been successful and 
expanded a good deal since initiated. Note that these express buses 
are a VERY LIMITED version of bus rapid transit. The Purple Line BRT 
would be greatly superior to these express buses. To begin with, the 
Purple Line route is not as congested as Georgia Avenue or 16th Street; 
for this reason alone, BRT should be successful. But much more 
importantly, the Purple Line BRT plan involves substantial road 
improvements along its route (added turn lanes, road expansion, etc.). 
This should speed up BRT along the Purple Line substantially. 
Additionally, the Dept. of Transportation could choose to spend even 
more money on road improvements than the present BRT plan; this 
would improve traffic flow for both the BRT and the general traffic and 
still cost less than the proposed Purple Line light rail proposal (as well as 
having the other advantages of light rail listed above). 


Jeanette Honsa 
508 Bonifant Street 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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First Name : Tina 
Last Name : Arreaza 
Email Address : arreaza.tina@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : My family and use the trail regularly and it improves our quality of life 


and overall health. Please do not undermine our community by altering 
the trail in any way. 
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First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Ajay 
Bhatt 
Save The Trail 


ajay.bhatt@savethetrail.org 


Please see our attached PDF "FCCT FEIS Comment Letter (2013) 
Final.pdf" 
response to the Final Environmental Impact Statement. 


Thank you, 


Ajay Bhatt 
President 


Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail 


w: <http://www.savethetrail.org/> SaveTheTrail.org | f: 
<https://www.facebook.com/pages/Friends-of-the-Capital-Crescent- 
Trail/204693 

696213931> facebook.com/Friends of The Capital Crescent Trail | t: 
<https://twitter.com/SaveTheTrail> twitter.com/savethetrail 


e: <mailto:Ajay.Bhatt@SaveThetTrail.org> 
Ajay.Bhatt@SaveTheTrail.org | p: 
301-500-0124 


FCCT FEIS Comment Letter (2013) Final.pdf (825 kb) 
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Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail - PO Box 5803 - Bethesda, MD 20824 


October 21, 2013 
Via Electronic Submission (FEIS @purplelinemd.com) 


Henry Kay 

Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Daniel Koenig 

Federal Transit Administration 
1990 K Street, NW, Suite 510 
Washington, DC 20006 


Re: Purple Line — Final Environmental Impact Statement and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation 
Ladies and Gentlemen: 


We appreciate the opportunity to respond to the request by the Maryland Transit Administration (“MTA”) 
and the Federal Transit Administration (“FTA”) for comments in connection with the above-referenced 
final environmental impact statement (“FEIS”). The FEIS describes and summarizes certain 
transportation and environmental impacts of building the Purple Line, a proposed east-west light rail 
transit service in Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland. The purported purpose of the 
Purple Line is to: (1) provide faster, more direct, and more reliable east-west transit service connecting 
the major activity centers in the Purple Line corridor at Bethesda, Silver Spring, Takoma/Langley Park, 
College Park, and New Carrollton; (2) provide better connections to Metrorail services located in the 
corridor; and (3) improve connectivity to the communities in the corridor located between the Metrorail 
lines. 


This comment letter is submitted on behalf of the Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail (“FCCT” or “we” 

and other individuals and groups that support our cause.' The FCCT is a non-profit organization 
dedicated to preserving park land, open space and quality of life in Montgomery County, Maryland. We 
are not against mass transit and, in fact, fully support mass transit projects that are cost-effective, provide 
real benefits and do not irrevocably destroy park land uniquely situated in intensely developed residential 
and commercial areas. The Purple Line — in its current form — fails these three objectives, and we believe 





We have also submitted, in separate correspondence, the signatures of approximately 5,500 citizens that 
oppose the Purple Line in its current form. 
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the selection of the “preferred alternative’” has been an outcome-driven process without serious 
consideration of other, more cost effective forms of mass transit, including bus rapid transit (“BRT”) with 
traffic signal priority and dedicated and/or exclusive bus lanes. 


We also believe that the FEIS fails to adequately assess, or fully and fairly discuss, the environmental and 
health impact of the Purple Line on the portion of the Capital Crescent Trail (“CCT”) between Bethesda 
and Lyttonsville, also known as the Georgetown Branch Trail (the “Georgetown Branch Trail” or the 
“Trail’”), and the adjoining neighborhoods and their citizens. Nor has the FEIS adequately informed 
“decision-makers and the public of the reasonable alternatives which would avoid or minimize [these] 
adverse impacts or enhance the quality of the human environment.’ For these and other reasons 
discussed in more detail below, the FEIS has failed to satisfy the legal requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (“NEPA”). 


We strongly urge the MTA and FTA to reconsider the Purple Line in its current form. To that end, we 
request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects the deficiencies identified in this letter and 
provides a full and fair comparison of the attributes and deficiencies of the Preferred Alternative, No 
Build Alternative and Medium Investment BRT Option 1 (as defined below). 


ABOUT THE TRAIL 


The CCT is a linear park — a park utilized by over one million citizens each year, from Montgomery and 
Prince George’s Counties and other counties in surrounding areas." The CCT spans 11 miles, from 
Georgetown, DC to Silver Spring, MD. Montgomery County also identifies the CCT as a “special park” 
which is “heavily used at all times.”” The Georgetown Branch Trail is a section of the CCT that runs for 
three miles between Bethesda and Lyttonsville. The Purple Line — in its current form — would 
fundamentally change the character of this magnificent park, and irrevocably destroy the mature forest 
and tree canopy that line a significant portion of the Georgetown Branch Trail. 


The FEIS states that, as part of the Preferred Alternative, a permanent trail would be constructed within 
the Georgetown Branch Trail, along the Purple Line, and that the paved trail would “generally” be 12 feet 
wide with two-foot shoulders, “except that it may be narrower in locations where the width is 
constrained.” Of course, variations in topography along the Trail, as well as other physical impediments, 
would reduce the already limited space for a trail and guarantee that these measurements would not be 
maintained for the duration of the Trail. These changes would fundamentally affect the quantity or 





For purposes of this comment letter, the “Preferred Alternative” refers to the MTA’s current proposal 
(i.e., the Purple Line in its current form). 


2 40 C.F.R. §1502.2. 


See Capital Crescent Trail/Georgetown Branch Trail Survey Report, Maryland-National Capital Park & 
Planning Commission Department of Parks, May 2007, at 1 (“Over one million people use the popular 
Capital Crescent (CCT) and Georgetown Branch Trails each year.’’) (the “2007 Survey”). 


See MontgomeryParks.org, Trail Maps, Capital Crescent Trail, available at http://www.montgom 
eryparks.org/PPSD/ParkTrails/trails MAPS/Crescent.shtm; see also MontgomeryParks.org, Park & Trail 
Directory, Capital Crescent Trail Special Park, available at http://www.montgomeryparks.org/parks_fa 
cilities_directory/capitalcrescenttrailsp.shtm. 


2 FEIS, at p. 2-27. 


quality of use of the Trail, depriving citizens of a nature sanctuary and an important buffer between 
commercial areas and adjoining residential neighborhoods. These changes could also introduce serious 
safety concerns for users of the Trail by, for example, forcing Trail users to cross Wisconsin Avenue — a 
busy six-lane road — to make the connection to the other portion of the Trail. 


Before 1985, the CCT was a single-track freight line with a slow-moving train running once a day on the 
old Baltimore and Ohio Railroad right-of-way between Georgetown, Bethesda and Silver Spring. In 
1988, Montgomery County purchased a portion of the right-of-way under the National Trails Systems 
Act, often called the “Rails-to-Trails Act.” Although this portion was purchased by the county for the 
purpose of providing both a trail and transitway, times, circumstances and priorities have changed. The 
seven-mile section of the CCT from Georgetown to Bethesda was built and formally dedicated in 
December 1996. Development of the Georgetown Branch Trail was approved by Montgomery County in 
August 1995 and dedicated in January 1997. In August 1998, the segment of trail passing through the 
tunnel underneath the Air Rights building, Wisconsin Avenue, and the Apex building entered into service 
to connect the two trail sections. In May 2003, repairs were completed to the historic Rock Creek Trestle 
and it was dedicated for trail use, closing the last major gap in the interim trail along the Georgetown 
Branch Rail Line Corridor. 


The CCT, including the Georgetown Branch Trail, helps create and support the region’s culture of 
healthful living, outdoors enjoyment, and environmental awareness. These immeasurable benefits have 
already been bestowed on an entire generation and should remain for generations to come. The Trail 
should remain a first-class park encouraging recreation and respite from two thriving urban centers, 
Bethesda and Silver Spring, and afford citizens alternative forms of transportation by being able to run, 
walk or bike safely between these two locations. 


ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS 


1. Outcome-driven process without serious consideration of other, more cost effective forms 
of mass transit. 


We believe that the selection of the Preferred Alternative has been an outcome-driven process without 
serious consideration of other, more cost effective forms of mass transit, including BRT with traffic signal 
priority and dedicated and/or exclusive bus lanes. The regulations adopted by the Council on 
Environmental Quality (“CEQ”) implementing NEPA require that the alternatives discussion “rigorously 
explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives, and for alternatives which were eliminated 
from detailed study, briefly discuss the reasons for their having been eliminated.”’ The regulations 
emphasize that the alternatives section “is the heart of the environmental impact statement,”* and must 
“present the environmental impacts of the proposal and the alternatives in comparative form.” 
Moreover, the regulations adopted by the FTA and the Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”) 
implementing NEPA also require that “the final EIS shall identify the preferred alternative and evaluate 
all reasonable alternatives considered.” 


In response to, and in anticipation of, the Alternatives Analysis and Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement (“AA/DEIS”), several commenters, including the Town of Chevy Chase, expressed concerns 
with respect to the alternatives considered and methodologies used by the MTA and FTA and 
recommended that the MTA and FTA consider other alternatives. One alternative — referred to in the 
FEIS as the “Medium Investment BRT Option 1” — would use BRT on Jones Bridge Road, between 
Bethesda and Jones Mill Road. According to the FEIS, the Medium Investment BRT Option 1, although 
providing a more direct service between Walter Reed National Military Medical Center (““WRNMMC”), 
would result in longer travel time and a loss of more than 2,000 daily riders.'' The FEIS also claimed that 
the “travel market ... of downtown Bethesda is almost twice the size of the WRNMMC travel market.” 
On this basis, the Medium Investment BRT Option | “was not carried forward” and was not sufficiently 
evaluated in the FEIS. However, we understand that a transportation engineer has raised serious concerns 
with respect to the methodology used by the MTA and FTA in the AA/DEIS, and requested the 
background data upon which they relied to support their conclusions.'’ In addition, the AA/DEIS 
assessment was made before the full implementation of the Base Realignment and Closure (“BRAC”), 
and population and employment growth along the Jones Bridge Road alignment is expected to be higher 





: 40 C.F.R. §1502.14(a) (emphasis added). 

. 40 C.F.R. §1502.14. 

Id. (emphasis added). 

2 23 C.F.R. §771.125(a)(1) (emphasis added). 


See FEIS, at p. 2-8; FEIS, Technical Report: Supporting Documentation on Alternatives (2013). 
ce See FEIS, at p. 2-8. 


See, e.g., Letter from Town of Chevy Chase to Diana Ratcliff, Director, Office of Planning, Maryland 
Transit Administration (Jan. 13, 2009) (providing comments on the AA/DEIS); Rebuttal to MTA’s White 
Paper Entitled “Medium Investment BRT Variations Serving Medical Center Purple Line AA/DEIS,” Sam 
Schwartz Engineering (on file with authors); Response to MTA’s White Paper entitled “Visitor Trips to the 
Walter Reed National Military Medical Center,” Sam Schwartz Engineering (on file with authors). 
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than growth along the CCT alignment.'* Medium Investment BRT Option 1, a transit option that is less 
costly than the Purple Line and serves the travel needs of an area experiencing such tremendous growth, 
should have been given greater consideration by the MTA. All of these concerns and reasonable requests 
for additional information should have been addressed before circulation of the FEIS. 


Without providing full and fair discussion of a reasonable alternative (e.g., Medium Investment BRT 
Option 1), policymakers are denied the type of objective comparison that an environmental impact 
statement (“EIS”) must provide. This type of objective comparison is particularly critical considering: 
(1) the budgetary limitations of the federal government and the State of Maryland; and (2) that the cost of 
the Medium Investment BRT Option 1 is substantially less than the current estimated cost of the Purple 
Line, approximately $2.2 billion.’ As most of our members are tax-paying citizens of the State of 
Maryland, we are also concerned that: (1) the cost of the Purple Line will continue to rise; and (2) the 
Purple Line will not generate sufficient revenue to cover annual operating expenses. Apparently, the FTA 
shares our concerns. According to the most recent “New Starts” project ratings, the Purple Line’s two 
lowest ratings — “medium-low” — relate to “Capital Cost Estimates, Assumptions and Financial Capacity” 
and “Operating Cost Estimates, Assumptions and Financial Capacity.” The FTA noted that: 
(1) “[r]evenue assumptions are optimistic when compared with historical data”; (2) “[t]he capital cost 
estimate is optimistic”; and (3) “[a]lssumed growth in operating expenses and farebox collections is 
optimistic when compared to historical experience.” The AA/DEIS and/or FEIS are further deficient in 
their failure to adequately assess potential revenue impacts with Medium Investment BRT Option 1 post- 
BRAC and the current expansion of WRNMMC and the National Institutes of Health (“NIH”), and the 
costs that could be avoided by implementing the Medium Investment BRT Option 1, including: 
(1) property acquisition costs; (2) tree removal and reforestation costs; (3) demolition of the Apex 
building; (4) construction of bridges over Connecticut Avenue and Rock Creek Park; and (5) the 
unnecessary risks to human health and safety by forcing Trail users to cross Wisconsin Avenue — a busy 
six-lane road — to make the connection to the other portion of the Trail. 


2. The FEIS fails to take the requisite “hard look” at the impact the Preferred Alternative 
will have on environmental resources. 


The FEIS fails to take the requisite “hard look”'® at the impact the Preferred Alternative will have on 
environmental resources because it fails to adequately consider other alternatives. The FEIS carried 
forward two alternatives from the AA/DEIS — the “Preferred Alternative” and the “No Build Alternative.” 
However, the FEIS omits detailed analysis or comparison of the No Build Alternative in the discussion of 
environmental resources, impacts and mitigation. 


See Memorandum from Sam Schwartz Engineering to Town of Chevy Chase (April 11, 2008) (citing 
Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments Round 7.1 Cooperative Forecasting: Employment, 
Population, and Household Forecasts by Traffic Analysis Zone (Jan. 9, 2008) (on file with authors). 


See Maryland National Capital Purple Line Bethesda to New Carrollton, Maryland Project Development 
(Rating Assigned November 2012), available at  http://www.fta.dot.gov/documents/MD_Maryl 
and_Purple_Line_Profile_FY14.pdf. We also note that the cost of the Purple Line has risen significantly 
since the selection of the Purple Line as the locally preferred alternative. 


” Kleppe v. Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390, 410 n. 21 (1976). 


The FEIS inadequately describes the No Build Alternative. For example, Chapter 2, which purports to 
discuss the alternatives considered, devotes less than one page to describing the No Build Alternative. '’ 
Similarly, Chapter 4 provides only a cursory description of the impacts of the No Build Alternative in 
Section 4.1, “Overview and Summary of Effects.’ The analysis of impacts in Chapter 4 lacks any 
discussion of the No Build Alternative, with the exception of Section 4.10 (comparing air quality effects 
of the Preferred Alternative to the No Build Alternative) and Section 4.17 (comparing energy use impacts 
of the Preferred Alternative to the No Build Alternative). This cannot satisfy the “detailed and rigorous 
consideration of alternatives” required by NEPA.'* The MTA apparently contends that such analysis is 
not required, because the FEIS instead states that “detailed assessment of the effects of the No Build 
Alternative projects will be the responsibility of each project sponsor at the time each project design is 
developed sufficiently to complete such an assessment.” Such an approach impairs the primary purposes 
of an EJS, which are to require an agency to consider the adverse environmental effects of a proposed 
project, and to ensure that the public has accurate information. Deferring responsibility for preparing a 
comparative analysis of the alternatives to some other entity to be performed at some later time fails to 
meet the “hard look” standard." 


What little discussion of the No Build Alternative does exist in the FEIS is fundamentally flawed. First, 
the FEIS states that the No Build Alternative has been updated since the publication of the AA/DEIS.” 
However, the FEIS fails to explain how the No Build Alternative has been updated, and it fails to explain 
what projects have been added or removed since the publication of the AA/DEIS. The documents 
included in the “Technical Report: Supporting Documentation for Alternatives Development” likewise do 
not detail how the No Build Alternative has been updated since the AA/DEIS. In particular, the “DEIS 
Re-Evaluation””' prepared in 2012 purportedly evaluates the significance of new information or changed 
circumstances since the AA/DEIS was published in 2008. In fact, the DEIS Re-Evaluation only considers 
changes to the Preferred Alternative, and does not explain how the No Build Alternative has changed 
since the publication of the AA/DEIS. 


The FEIS also claims that the No Build Alternative assumes all projects anticipated in the National 
Capital Region Transportation Planning Board’s (“TPB”) Financially Constrained Long-Range 
Transportation Plan (“CLRP”) (other than the Purple Line),” yet elsewhere admits that unfunded 


7 See FEIS, at pp. 2-18—2-20. 


i See, e.g., Rankin v. Coleman, 394 F. Supp. 6467 (E.D.N.C. 1975) (finding the alternatives analysis 
prepared in connection with an FHWA and North Carolina Department of Transportation project to be 
inadequate, because it was only 1-2 pages long and contained only conclusory statements). 


= See, e.g., Town of Matthews v. U.S. Dept. of Transportation, 527 F. Supp. 1055 (W.D.N.C. 1981) (finding 
that potential for a future development project cannot substitute for an analysis of its environmental effects 
in the EIS). 

cs See FEIS, at p. 2-18. 


oe Under applicable law, if an acceptable final EIS is not submitted to the FTA within three years from the 


date of the circulation of the draft EIS, a written evaluation of the draft EIS must be prepared by the 
applicant, to determine whether a supplement to the draft EIS or a new draft EIS is needed. We understand 
that the MTA had prepared a re-evaluation of the AA/DEIS because of the passage of considerable time, 
which concluded that a supplemental EIS was not needed. We further understand that the FTA concurred 
with such findings. This finding is memorialized in, and is referred to herein as, the DEIS Re-Evaluation. 


a See FEIS, at p. 4-2. 


“illustrative projects” included in the CLRP are excluded from the No Build Alternative.” Most 
significantly, the No Build Alternative does not include the proposed Montgomery County BRT network, 
which was approved by the Montgomery County Planning Board for transmittal to the County Council on 
July 11, 2013. However, an FEIS’s no-action alternative must include a discussion of reasonably 
foreseeable development that would result from its adoption. In addition, CEQ has specified in guidance 
that where a choice of “no action” by the agency would result in predictable actions by others, this 
consequence of the “no action” alternative should be included in the analysis.” Despite this requirement, 
the FEIS does not consider at all whether the failure to construct the Purple Line would increase the 
likelihood that Montgomery County would adopt and fund the proposed BRT network, or the likelihood 
that the unfunded CLRP projects would proceed. This wrongly skews the comparison in favor of the 
Preferred Alternative. 


Furthermore, the FEIS takes inconsistent approaches to including unfunded or unapproved projects, 
displaying another inappropriate bias in favor of the Preferred Alternative and a failure to provide a “full 
and fair” discussion of the alternatives.”° The FEIS claims that the BRT network and “illustrative” CLRP 
projects should not be included in the No Build Alternative because they are unfunded or unapproved. 
On the other hand, the FEIS considers in the Preferred Alternative ancillary third-party development 
projects whose likelihood of beginning or continuing to completion are similarly uncertain.”” The FEIS 
presents no discussion of the basis for including these planned developments in the analysis of the 
Preferred Alternative or the likelihood of construction or completion of these developments. 
Furthermore, the refusal to include the Montgomery County BRT network in the analysis of the No Build 
Alternative compromises the integrity of the data used to perform the comparison of air impacts and 
energy use in Sections 4.10 and 4.17 of the FEIS. 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of the Medium Investment BRT Option 1 that clearly discloses the 
methodology used to assess ridership and all other assumptions relied upon, and addresses the 
impact of BRAC and the substantial expansion of WRNMMC and NIH; 


= A full and fair evaluation of the cost of the Purple Line and anticipated revenues from the Purple 
Line, addressing the concerns identified by FTA in the lastest “New Starts” project ratings; and 


= A full and fair evaluation of the No Build Alternative that clearly discloses the changes to the No 
Build scenario since the AA/DEIS was issued, applies the same assumptions regarding unfunded 





ai Id. at p. 2-18. 


2 See FEIS, at pp. 2-18—2-19, referencing the Master Plan of Highways Bus Rapid Transit Amendment, 


Montgomery County Planning Department, M-NCPPC (September 2011). The Countywide Transit 
Corridors Functional Master Plan (Planning Board Draft) (July 2013) was transmitted to the Montgomery 
County Council on July 11, 2013. 


= See Council on Environmental Quality, “Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National 


Environmental Policy Act Regulations,” Question 3, 46 Fed. Reg. 18026 (1981), available at http://energ 
y.gov/sites/prod/files/G-CEQ-40Questions. pdf. 


ue See 40 C.F.R. §1502.1. 
i See FEIS, at p. 4-19 (Table 4-2). 


projects as used to tout the assumed benefits of the Preferred Alternative, and addresses the 
reasonably foreseable impacts of the Montgomery County BRT network. 


NOISE 
1. The FEIS fails to take the requisite “hard look” at noise impacts. 


The FEIS fails to take the requisite “hard look””* at the noise impacts caused by the Preferred Alternative. 
In its response to comments on the AA/DEIS, the MTA confirmed that the Trail is “an important 
community asset” and that the Preferred Alternative would “add more noise.” However, the FEIS 
(including the Noise Technical Report) includes no discussion of the noise impact of the Preferred 
Alternative to Trail users. Moreover, the MTA’s noise assessment included no measurement of ambient 
noise or estimation of the project-related noise along the Trail. This is surprising since comments 
submitted in response to the AA/DEIS expressed concern about noise along the Trail and the FTA’s noise 
assessment methodology cautions that “outdoor areas which are considered to be particularly noise- 
sensitive by the community” should be included as receivers of interest in the assessment.*” Remarkably, 
despite having or presenting no data regarding existing or expected noise along the Trail, the FEIS 
audaciously responds to citizen concerns about noise impacts by stating: “the Preferred Alternative does 
not exceed FTA’s noise criteria along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way.”*! Apart from this 
falsehood, if the FEIS does not present existing noise measurements along the Trail, estimate the noise 
impact from the Preferred Alternative on those using the Trail, and compare such impacts to the FTA’s 
noise criteria, then it cannot have taken a “hard look” at the noise impacts caused by the Preferred 
Alternative. 


This deficiency, alone, suffices to confirm the failure of the FEIS to comply with applicable law. A court 
will — and should — overturn an agency’s decision as arbitrary and capricious under the “hard look” 
review if the agency “failed entirely to consider an important aspect of the problem.”*” Nevertheless, the 
FEIS’s noise assessment fails to take the requisite “hard look” in several other respects. The FTA’s noise 
assessment methodology requires categorization of noise receptors.*» Category 1 receptors are those 
tracts of land “where quiet is an essential element in their intended purpose.”** FTA recognizes that parks 
in urban areas can be “valued as havens from the noise and rapid pace of everyday city life and should be 
treated as noise-sensitive.”*? While the FEIS failed to evaluate the noise impact of the Preferred 
Alternative on the Trail — the closest park/urban “haven” to the Preferred Alternative — it did offer noise 
information for 13 “park” receptors.*° However, it categorized each of these 13 parks as Category 3, 


= Kleppe v. Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390, 410 n. 21 (1976). 

= See FEIS, at Appendix A, pp. 11, 14. 

"a Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 6-5. 

2 See FEIS, at Appendix A, p. 14. 

a Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F.3d 1209, 1216 (11" Cir. 2002) (citing Motor Vehicle 


Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 


a See Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 3-7. 


ai Id. at p. 3-5. 
#2 Id. at p. 3-8. 
“ See FEIS, Noise Technical Report, p. 18 (2013). 


rather than Category 1.°’ Category 3 receptors are “institutional land uses with primarily daytime and 
evening use,” with FTA’s noise criteria set 5 decibels higher than for Category 1 and Category 2 
(residential) receptors.** Category 3 receptors are considered “less sensitive to noise” than Category 1 
and Category 2 receptors.” The FTA’s noise assessment methodology recognizes that parks “are a 
special case” where noise-sensitivity depends on how the park is used and requires that each park’s noise 
sensitivity should “be determined on a case-by-case basis after carefully considering how each [park] is 
used.’“° However, the FEIS fails to provide any explanation for why the MTA chose to treat each of 
these 13 parks as Category 3 receptors subject to more-forgiving FTA noise criteria. In fact, it offers no 
information concerning how each of the 13 parks is used and offers no rebuttal to the hypothesis that 
some or all of the 13 parks function as noise-sensitive urban “havens” “where quiet is an essential 
element in their intended purpose” (i.e., Category | receptors). This omission demonstrates MTA’s 
failure to take a “hard look” at noise impacts. 


This failure is compounded by evidence of an apparent attempt by the MTA to bias the results of its noise 
assessment in favor of the Preferred Alternative. Specifically, the FEIS re-categorizes parks along the 
Preferred Alternative from Category 1 to Category 3, without acknowledging that such re-categorization 
had occurred or providing a shred of information supporting the re-categorization. The AA/DEIS 
identified the entire Purple Line study area corridor as characterized by Category 2 residential use and 
“Category 1 land uses where quiet is an essential element,” noting that Category 3 uses were 
“interspersed along the alignments” but were “not differentiated from the more-sensitive residential 
uses.”"' Moreover, the AA/DEIS identified all of the seven (7) park receptor sites where noise impacts 
were evaluated as Category 1 parks “where quiet is an essential element in their intended use.””’ The 
seven (7) parks listed in the AA/DEIS as Category 1 receptors are among the 13 park receptors treated as 
Category 3 by the FEIS, with no explanation. The failure of the FEIS to provide any mention, let alone 
any justification, for the re-categorization can only lead to the conclusion that the MTA sought to bias the 
results of its noise assessment by comparing noise impacts at these parks to the less-stringent Category 3 
criteria. 


In the AA/DEIS, the ambient noise measured at the seven (7) park receptor sites ranged from 51 to 63 
Leq (hr) (dBA).* In the FEIS, the ambient noise measured at locations within these same seven (7) 
parks ranged from 60 to 69 Leq (Ihr) (dBA)."* The FTA’s noise assessment methodology acknowledges 
that as “the existing level of ambient noise increases, the allowable level of transit noise increases.”*° 
Thus, the increase in ambient noise measured at these parks results in an increase in the amount of noise 
the Preferred Alternative may generate without exceeding the FTA’s noise criteria. The FEIS offers no 





” Id. 

on Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 3-5. 
me Id. 

_ Id. at p. 3-8. 

sad See AA/DEIS, Noise and Vibration Technical Report, p. 2-4 (2008). 
ie Id. at p. 2-5. 

. Id. 

ea See FEIS, Noise Technical Report, p. 18 (2013). 
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explanation for why the ambient noise levels reported in the FEIS differed so greatly from those reported 
in the AA/DEIS. The FEIS does not even mention the difference. 


2: The FEIS fails to demonstrate the adequacy and impartiality of the noise assessment. 


A reader of the FEIS can only speculate as to the reason for the significant change in measured ambient 
noise. It might be attributable to where in each park the ambient noise was measured. FTA requires that 
the “basis for selecting measurement sites should be documented,” that the “[m]easurement procedures 
should be fully described,” and that the “[m]easurement periods, including time of day and length of time 
at each site should be shown to demonstrate adequate representation of ambient conditions.”“° The FEIS 
Noise Technical Report provides the date of measurement and the distance of the measurement point 
from the center line of the proposed light rail tracks, but fails to describe the basis for selecting each site, 
the measurement procedures used, the length of measurement time at each site or the time of day when 
noise was measured.*” 


FTA requires that for “parks and other significant outdoor use,” the criteria should be applied at the 
property line.** It also requires that for an urban park the noise measurement site should be the “closest 
point of active noise-sensitive use.”"” Despite these requirements, the FEIS Noise Technical Report 
reflects that ambient noise at the 13 park receptor sites was measured at locations between 30 and 285 feet 
from the centerline of the proposed light rail tracks. For the park receptors also addressed in the 
AA/DEIS, the FEIS noise measurement distance ranged from 52 to 238 feet from the centerline of the 
Preferred Alternative tracks. A brief look at a map will confirm that for certain parks running 
perpendicular to the Preferred Alternative alignment, the noise receptor chosen by MTA could not 
possibly have complied with FTA’s requirement that the receptor be located at the “closest point of active 
noise-sensitive use.” For example, Rock Creek Park crosses the path of the Preferred Alternative, yet the 
FEIS noise measurement in Rock Creek Park was collected 233 feet away from the centerline of the light 
rail tracks. As noted above, FTA requires that an FEIS noise assessment provide a “[j]ustification for all 
assumptions used in the analysis, such as selection of representative measurement sites and all baseline 
conditions.”*’ The FEIS provided no such justification. These FEIS deficiencies confirm that the MTA 
failed to take the requisite “hard look” at noise impacts from the Preferred Alternative. 


3. The FEIS ignores the FTA’s recommendation to discuss maximum noise levels. 


Pursuant to the FTA’s methodology, the FEIS compares the expected noise impact from the Preferred 
Alternative to the FTA’s criteria in terms of Leq and Ldn, both of which describe the total amount of 
noise over a specified period of time, rather than the loudest noise (e.g., a train whistle) during that 
period. However, the FTA acknowledges that although “the maximum noise level (Lmax) is not used in 
this manual as the basis for the noise impact criteria for transit projects, it is a useful metric for providing 
a fuller understanding of the noise impact from some transit operations.”°' For this reason, the FTA 





as Id. at p. 13-2. 

oe See FEIS, Noise Technical Report, Table 3 & Table 5 (2013). 

= Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 3-10. 
se Id., Appendix. C, p. C-3. 

” Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 13-1. 
= Id. at p. 3-9. 
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recommends that maximum noise information “be provided in environmental documents to supplement 
the noise impact assessment and to help satisfy the ‘full disclosure’ requirements of NEPA.”*” For rail 
projects, in particular, FTA considers it desirable to include the maximum noise impact (Lmax) “because 
the noise from an individual train passby is quite distinguishable from the existing background noise” and 
“people can relate this metric with other noise experienced in the environment.”*? However, the FEIS 
fails to include any information about the expected maximum noise impact from the Preferred 
Alternative. The FTA reports that the noise from rail transit at grade (50 mph) would be approximately 
80 dBA, which is louder than a food blender or an air compressor.’ FTA also reports that the noise from 
a rail transit horn would be 90 dBA, which is louder than a jack hammer.* Despite FTA’s 
recommendation, the FEIS fails to mention the maximum expected noise that will be experienced due to 
the Preferred Alternative. As elsewhere, this demonstrates MTA’s failure to take the requisite “hard 
look” at noise impacts.”° 


Not only does the FEIS ignore the FTA’s recommendation to consider and discuss the maximum noise 
impact (Lmax) of the Preferred Alternative, it appears to rely on inaccurate hourly equivalent noise levels 
(Leq). Specifically, the Noise Technical Report reflects that the Leq was calculated using the following 
assumed train frequency: 


Total daily operations were determined based on 6-minute headways 
during peak periods of the day (6 AM to 9 AM and 3:30 PM to 6:30 
PM), 10-minute headways during off-peak periods (9 AM to 3:30 PM 
and 6:30 PM to 9 PM), and 12-minute headways during the late night 
and early morning periods (9 PM to 1:00 AM and 5 AM to 6 AM). This 
service frequency was used to predict future noise levels under the 
Preferred Alternative.” 


The FEIS Glossary clarifies that the term “headway” refers to the time between transit vehicles operating 
in the same direction.’ Thus, the train frequency relied upon in the FEIS noise assessment appears to be 
only one-way. If so, the Leq estimated by the FEIS would only account for half the number of trains 
during the relevant hour period. In addition, the FEIS failed to account for the combined noise when two 
trains pass each other in opposing directions. Thus, the FEIS “failed entirely to consider an important 
aspect of the problem”? as required by law. 





= Id. 
= Id. at p. 6-29. 
a Id. at p. 2-16. 
2 Id. 


The maximum noise presents a safety concern for Trail users since it could prevent Trail users from hearing 
bikers’ alerts (e.g., bell ringing or “on your left”). 


" See FEIS, Noise Technical Report, p. 15 (2013). 
= See FEIS, Appendix E. 


> Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F.3d 1209, 1216 (11" Cir. 2002) (citing Motor Vehicle 
Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 
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4. The FEIS fails to adequately assess mitigation of noise impacts. 


The FTA requires that the mitigation section of the Noise Technical Report “begin with a summary of all 
treatments considered, even if some are not carried to final consideration.”© The MTA’s FEIS Noise 
Technical Report fails to comply with this requirement. The long-term noise mitigation section of that 
report consists of only four sentences: 


MTA’s analysis found that the further minimization and mitigation of 
operational noise at impacted sites is not reasonable. Much of the noise 
impact is derived from use of transit warning horns at stations and 
crossings, and eliminating the transit horn is not possible due to safety 
concerns. Another common noise-reduction measure — construction of 
noise walls — is not feasible for this project because these barriers would 
block driveway access and pedestrian walkways, as well as introducing 
visual impacts. Therefore, these additional measures are not proposed.”! 


The FEIS fails to discuss whether any of the following mitigation methods described by FTA were 
evaluated and, if rejected, the basis for such rejection: 


1. Resilient or damped wheels (can reduce rolling noise by 2dB and wheel squeal by 10-20 
dB), 

2 Rail lubricators; and 

3. Use of wayside horns for at-grade crossings.” 


The FEIS also fails to explain why the proposed four-foot high walls will not be placed between the 
tracks and the Trail or why the walls will only be four-feet high when higher walls could provide greater 
noise mitigation. In addition, FTA indicates that certain maintenance measures (e.g., spin-slide control, 
wheel truing and rail grinding) are necessary to prevent the noise generated by a rail project from 
increasing up to 10 dB due to use, but the FEIS fails to indicate whether these maintenance measures will 
be employed for the Preferred Alternative.” If they are not employed, the actual noise from the LRT 
could be 10 dB louder than predicted by the FEIS. 


As quoted above, the FEIS claims that transit warning horns cannot be eliminated due to safety concerns. 
However, the FEIS provides no basis or supporting evidence for that conclusion. In fact, FTA guidance 
discusses the use of “supplemental safety measures” (e.g., gates) and “alternative safety measures” 
instead of sounding horns.“ The FEIS fails to explain whether these measures were considered and, if 
rejected, the basis for that decision. 


sc Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 13-3. 
. FEIS, Noise Technical Report, p. 22 (2013). 

Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), p. 6-37 
S Id. at p. 6-37. 

* Id. at pp. 6-39 & 6-40. 


12 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


A full and fair evaluation of the noise impact from the project on users of the Trail that recognizes 
the Category 1 noise-sensitivity of the Trail and includes the results of new ambient noise 
measurements along the Trail; 


A full and fair evaluation of the noise impact from the project on the other affected parks and 
recreational spaces that: (1) clearly discloses and supports with sufficient evidence the 
classification of such parks and recreational spaces as either Category 1 or Category 3; 
(2) provides a reasonable and supported explanation for the accuracy of the significant difference 
between the noise levels measured prior to the AA/DEIS and those levels measured after the 
AA/DEIS; and (3) clearly describes the bases for selecting each measurement site, the 
measurement procedures used, and the measurement periods (including time of day and length of 
time at each site); 


A full and fair evaluation of maximum noise levels (Lmax) expected at each receptor site 
(including along the Trail) from the project; 


A full and fair evaluation of the hourly equivalent noise levels (Leq) expected at each receptor 
site (including the Trail) that includes and accounts for passing trains in both directions; 


A commitment to employ Green Tracks along the Trail; 


A commitment to employ spin-slide control, wheel truing and rail grinding to prevent the actual 
noise from the project increasing by up to 10 dB above the Leq predicted by the FEIS; 


A commitment to move the proposed four-foot walls on the north side of the tracks to a location 
between the tracks and the Trail; 


A commitment to employ, or a reasoned and supported discussion of why there is no reasonable 
need to employ, the following additional mitigation measures: 


= Resilient or damped wheels; 
=" Rail lubricators; 
= Use of wayside horns for at-grade crossings; 


= Supplemental safety measures and/or alternative safety measures in lieu of transit 
warning horns; and 


= Walls higher than four feet. 


ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE 


1. The FEIS overstates the assumed benefits of and understates the expected adverse effects 
of the Preferred Alternative on the Trail. 


The FEIS reports that 69% of the Purple Line corridor is located in Environmental Justice areas.” It also 
acknowledges that the Environmental Justice populations within the study area would experience “some 





65 


See FEIS, at p. 4-160. Pursuant to an executive order, the U.S. Department of Transportation and the FTA 
are required “to make environmental justice (EJ) part of [their] mission by identifying and addressing, as 
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adverse effects from implementation of the Preferred Alternative.” However, the FEIS fails to take the 
requisite “hard look” at the adverse effects of the Preferred Alternative on the Environmental Justice 
population. Moreover, it fails to provide the required “full and fair discussion” of those adverse effects.°” 
This deficiency is most glaring in the context of the Trail. The FEIS admits that portions of the Trail are 
located in Environmental Justice communities,” but then overstates the assumed benefits of and 
understates the expected adverse effects of the Preferred Alternative on the Trail. 


The FEIS overstates the assumed benefits of “replacing the existing Georgetown Branch Interim Trail 
between Bethesda and Stewart Avenue” and “providing a permanent trail, separate from the roadways, 
from Stewart Avenue into downtown Silver Spring.” |The FEIS assumes that this will lead “to 
increased physical activity” providing an “opportunity to improve the overall health of the users of the 
Purple Line corridor.””” However, the FEIS fails to provide any evidence supporting this assumption. In 
particular, it fails to explain and defend the assumption that clear-cutting the existing canopy of trees 
along the Trail and locating a noisy train immediately adjacent to the Trail will result in an increase in 
Trail usage, particularly by Environmental Justice populations. As elsewhere in the FEIS, the discussion 
of Environmental Justice fails to mention the significant difference between: (1) a trail through a serene 
natural environment with a tree canopy; and (2) an unshaded trail buffeted by train noise many times per 
hour. It also fails to address the extent to which Environmental Justice populations rely on the Trail as an 
antidote to urban environmental stimuli. As noted above, the FTA recognizes that parks in urban areas 
can be “valued as havens from the noise and rapid pace of everyday city life.””’ 


The FEIS also overstates the assumed benefits of the Preferred Alternative and fails to provide the “full 
and fair discussion” required by applicable regulation,” by relying exclusively on the assumption that the 
Trail will be extended off-street beyond Stewart Avenue. Although the FEIS acknowledges that such off- 
street extension will require the acquisition of property rights from CSXT,” the FEIS fails to evaluate 
whether the assumed benefits of the Preferred Alternative would outweigh the adverse effects if CSXT 
decided not to grant those rights. In such case, a portion of the Trail would consist of a bike route on 
streets. The Environmental Justice section of the FEIS discloses this fact in a footnote, but does not 
attempt to determine or evaluate whether use of the Trail by the Environmental Justice community would 





appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of [their] 
programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and/or low-income populations ....” See 
Environmental Justice Policy Guidance for Federal Transit Administration Recipients FTA Circular 
4703.1, Federal Transit Administration (Aug. 15, 2012), available at www.fta.dot.gov/documents 
/FTA_EJ_Circular_7.14-12_FINAL.pdf. 


ise Id. at p. 4-155. 

40 C.F.R. §1502.1. 

ee See FEIS, at p. 4-158. 

* Id. 

a Id. at p. 4-159. 

oe Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006), at p. 3-8. 
e 40 C.F.R. §1502.1. 

ie See FEIS, at p. 4-158. 


14 


be affected by that difference. The “hard look” standard requires more than “researching in a cursory 
manner” and “sweeping negative evidence under the rug.” 


In addition to overstating the assumed benefits, the FEIS understates the expected adverse impacts from 
the Preferred Alternative on the Environmental Justice population. For example, the FEIS declares that 
the Preferred Alternative “would not result in a major change in ... neighborhood quality.”” This 
unsupported declaration ignores the “quality” enhancement to the Environmental Justice population of 
having ready access to a peaceful, natural trail. In addition, the FEIS mischaracterizes the results of the 
visual impact assessment in an apparent attempt to bias the Environmental Justice assessment. The FEIS 
admits that: (1) portions of the Trail are located in Environmental Justice communities’°; (2) “much of the 
existing vegetation would be removed and most of the existing tree canopy would be eliminated””’; and 
(3) this destruction of natural resources would result in a “high level of visual impact.”’* The FEIS then 
contradicts the admission that portions of the Trail are located in Environmental Justice communities by 
concluding that the visual impact will not affect an Environmental Justice population.” 


The FEIS reports that the “extent of adverse impacts must ... be weighed against the benefits.”*° The 
FEIS cannot be said to have complied with the regulatory obligation to provide a full and fair discussion 
of impacts if it tips the scales by overstating assumed benefits and understating expected adverse impacts. 
In addition, the FEIS fails to adequately explain why it concludes that the Preferred Alternative “would 
not have ‘disproportionately high and adverse effects’ on [Environmental Justice] populations.”*! 
Disproportionately high and adverse effects are those that are either: (1) predominantly borne by a 
minority population and/or a low-income population; or (2) suffered by the minority population and/or 
low-income population and are appreciably more severe or greater in magnitude than the adverse effect 
that will be suffered by the non-minority population and/or non-low income population.” Of the 53 
residential displacements that will be caused by the Preferred Alternative, 41 (77%) will be in 
Environmental Justice areas.** Of the 60 commercial business displacements resulting from the Preferred 





ie National Audubon Soc’y v. Dept. of the Navy, 422 F.3d 174, 194 (4™ Cir. 2005). 
& See FEIS, at p. 4-159. 

a Id. at p. 4-158. 

a Id. at pp. 4-84, 4-85. 

we Id. 


Ss Id. at p. 4-162. The Environmental Justice section of the FEIS states, in relevant part: “Section 4.9 


identified 10 [visual assessment units (“VAUs”)] within the corridor, based on cohesiveness of land use 
and development patterns. ... Three of the VAUs were identified as experiencing high visual effects. Of 
these, two include EJ populations. ... The only VAU with a uniform high effect was not in an EJ 
population.” Id. (emphasis added). The one VAU with a uniform high effect identified in Section 4.9 is 
the area of the Trail. (“WAU 1 is comprised of moderately to heavily developed urban land along the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way from downtown Bethesda ... to Stewart Avenue in Lyttonsville, the 
eastern terminus of the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail ....”) Id. at 4-79. 


o See FEIS, at p. 4-155. 
Id. at p. 4-169. 
‘ Id. at p. 4-167. 
8 Id. at p. 4-160. 


15 


Alternative, 35 (58%) will be in Environmental Justice areas.’ Five of the six areas (83%) where the 
Preferred Alternative is expected to produce noise impacts will be in Environmental Justice areas.* 
However, the FEIS fails to explain to the Environmental Justice audience why these expected impacts are 
not deemed to be “predominantly borne” by them. 


2 The MTA declined to commission a Health Impact Statement to identify the health effects 
of the Preferred Alternative. 


While the FEIS offers unsupported and superficial conclusions regarding the beneficial health effects of 
the Preferred Alternative, it does not reflect that the MTA conducted any actual investigation of those 
assumed health effects. The MTA was asked to commission a Health Impact Assessment (“HIA”), as 
was completed for the Red Line in Baltimore, but the MTA declined to do so.*° While an HIA is not 
required by NEPA, the Environmental Protection Agency acknowledges that the “steps in an HIJA can 
identify health disparities, which are a prime indicator of the existence of a disproportionate impact to 
minority, tribal or low—income communities.”*’ Even without a HIA, the MTA could have conducted a 
Statistically significant survey of Trail users to determine whether and how their use would change based 
on implementation of the Preferred Alternative. Such survey could have assessed the impact on trail 
usage of the following: (1) refusal by CSXT to provide the property rights necessary to permit the Trail to 
continue on the CSXT corridor; (2) elimination of the tree canopy, related loss of natural habitat and 
proximity to the expected train noise; and (3) elimination of direct backyard access to the Trail from 
certain properties. NEPA requires “that the agency both investigate and acknowledge the impacts” of its 
proposed action.*® 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of the assumed benefits and expected adverse impacts to the 
Environmental Justice community from the following proposed changes to the Trail that clearly 
discloses and accounts for any assumptions regarding Trail usage: (1) the impact of complete 
tree canopy loss; and (2) the noise impacts to Trail users; 


« A full and fair evaluation of the impact on MTA’s assumption of health benefits deriving from an 
extended off-street Trail if CSXT will not grant the land rights necessary to extend the Trail off- 
street beyond Stewart Avenue; and 


= A Health Impact Assessment. 


is Id. 


= Id. at p. 4-162. 


se See Letter from Mary S. Rivkin, Ph.D., Education Department, University of Maryland, Baltimore County 


to Michael D. Madden, Purple Line Manager, MTA (Feb. 2, 2013) and undated response from Mr. Madden 
(available on file from FCCT). 


Mm See Environmental Justice Considerations in the NEPA Process, Environmental Protection Agency, 
available at http://www.epa.gov/oecaerth/nepa/nepaej/. 


s See National Audubon Soc’y v. Dept. of the Navy, 422 F.3d 174, 194 (4 Cir. 2005). 
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VISUAL RESOURCES AND MITIGATION 


With respect to visual resources, the FEIS acknowledges that the Georgetown Branch right-of-way would 
undergo a high level of visual impact: much of the existing vegetation would be removed, the tree canopy 
would be eliminated and the overall appearance of the right-of-way would be substantially changed from 
present conditions.” The FEIS also considers the Trail to be in an area with a high degree of visual 
sensitivity due to mature trees and the prominence of the natural environment.” However the FEIS 
inexplicably does not provide an analysis of strategies to mitigate the visual impacts the Preferred 
Alternative will have on the Trail in the section of the FEIS that discusses visual impacts, where a 
member of the public interested in visual impacts to the Trail would likely look for such analysis. CEQ 
regulations require that agencies include appropriate mitigation measures not already included in the 
proposed action or alternatives. More significantly, FHWA/FTA regulations specify that it is the policy 
of the agencies that “[m]Jeasures necessary to mitigate adverse impacts be incorporated into the action.””! 
These regulations further require that the applicant be responsible, in cooperation with the agency, “to 
implement those mitigation measures stated as commitments in the environmental documents prepared 
pursuant to this regulation.” 


The FEIS, however, merely states that MTA will work with local stakeholders to identify minimization 
strategies and mitigation for visual impacts.” The failure of the FEIS to consider and discuss in 
reasonable detail any mitigation measures is a defect that is found throughout the document; it is 
particularly notable with respect to visual impacts on the Trail because the FEIS has designated that area 
as one of both high sensitivity and high impact. To claim that the MTA will continue to work with local 
stakeholders is misleading because it obscures the fact that the MTA cannot replace the canopy since it 
would interfere with the light rail tracks under the Preferred Alternative alignment. Such a statement 
furthermore does not meet the standard for a “full and fair” discussion of mitigation measures — the FEIS 
should, at a minimum, provide a more detailed discussion of the reforestation plan, and discuss other 
avoidance and minimization measures that may be taken. In addition, future coordination would be 
inadequate since it would occur after the issuance of a Record of Decision, leaving affected parties no 
clear mechanism to obtain binding commitments. This deficiency is compounded by the proposed use of 
a public-private partnership to finance the project, since the private partner will strive to minimize its 
costs and maximize its return by limiting any mitigation or other accommodations not set forth in the 
Record of Decision. 


The FEIS cannot satisfy the “hard look” standard without a reasonably complete discussion of possible 
mitigation measures. Omission of such discussion “would undermine the ‘action-forcing’ function of 
NEPA. Without such a discussion, neither the agency nor other interested groups and individuals can 
properly evaluate the severity of the adverse effects.”"* Even where mitigation measures may be outside 
the jurisdiction of the lead or cooperating agencies, such measures must be discussed if they are 


See FEIS, at pp. 4-84, 4-85. 

= Id. at p. 4-80. 

ie 23 C.E.R. §771.06(d). 

2 Id. at §771.09(b). 

= See FEIS, at p. 4-90. 

Pe Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 352 (1989). 
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reasonable, relevant and could improve the project. The probability that such measures will in fact be 
implemented must also be discussed.” While the MTA may prefer not to identify specific mitigation 
measures in order to avoid triggering additional responsibilities to actually implement such measures 
under the FHWA/FTA regulations, the failure to discuss such measures in a “full and fair” manner is a 
violation of NEPA standards. 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of potential mitigation strategies to address the visual impacts from the 
project; and 


= A commitment to employ, or a reasoned and supported discussion of why there is no reasonable 
need to employ, specific, detailed mitigation strategies. 


PARKS, RECREATIONAL LAND AND OPEN SPACE 


1. The FEIS fails to adequately discuss the impacts on parks, recreational land and open 
space. 


The discussion of impacts to parks, recreational land and open space is severely deficient because it fails 
to recognize that the Trail functions as a park, and thus lacks any meaningful evaluation and discussion of 
the impact of the Preferred Alternative on the use of the Trail as recreational land and open space. This 
omission is particularly remarkable because the MTA elsewhere admits recreational use of the Trail, and 
that the Trail is “an important community asset” used by pedestrians and bicyclists.*° The MTA even 
points to so-called “improvements” to the Trail and connections between the Trail and other trails as 
positive impacts that would result from the Preferred Alternative with respect to parks, recreational land 
and open space.” In addition, other documentation produced by the MTA in connection with the FEIS 
explicitly refers to the Trail as a park.”* The Purple Line runs parallel along a significant portion of the 
Trail,” and its construction has the potential to significantly impact the use of the Trail. The discussion 
of impacts to parks, recreational land and open space only briefly mentions the Trail, indicating that the 
MTA will coordinate with the National Capital Planning Commission (“NCPC”) regarding the proposed 
alignment of the Trail in Rock Creek Park.'”’ The discussion also briefly mentions that widening of 
roadways along park boundaries “generally would require removing trees.” This is a tremendous 





ed See Council on Environmental Quality, “Forty Most Asked Questions Concerning CEQ’s National 


Environmental Policy Act Regulations,” Question 19a, 19b, 46 Fed. Reg. 18026 (1981), available at 
http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/G-CEQ-40Questions.pdf. 


ie See FEIS, at Appendix A, at pp. 11, 12, 50. 
iL See FEIS, at p. 4-51; FEIS, at Appendix A, p. 38. 


sis See, e.g., FEIS, Technical Report: Supplemental Hazardous Materials, at p. 9 (2013) (referring to the Trail 


as a “public park”); FEIS, Technical Report: Social Effects and Land Use Planning, at p. 52 (2013) (“The 
Lyttonsville station area also contains parkland associated with the Georgetown Branch Interim trail and 
Rock Creek Park.”). 


sie See FEIS, at Figures 1-2 and 2.11. 
= See FEIS, at p. 4-51. 
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understatement with respect to the Trail, where construction of the Purple Line will require clear-cutting 
of the existing tree canopy.'”" 


The FEIS is elsewhere inconsistent or conclusory in its evaluation of the impact the Preferred Alternative 
will have on park resources. In its analysis of sites eligible for the National Register of Historic Places 
(“NRHP”), the FEIS concludes that with respect to Rock Creek Park, “[w]hile the Preferred Alternative 
would introduce new visual elements (i.e., the transitway including its overhead contact system, the 
Capital Crescent Trail, and the bridges carrying the transitway and the trail across Rock Creek), it would 
not diminish the park’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling or association.”'” 
There is absolutely no basis set forth in the FEIS for this conclusion. On the contrary, other sections of 
the FEIS admit that the construction of the transitway and trail “would result in substantial changes in the 
viewshed of Rock Creek Park users and local residents. ... The trail connection from the Capital Crescent 
Trail to the Rock Creek Trail would be a switchback path on the northeast side of the Preferred 
Alternative; while designed to minimize tree removal, it would nonetheless result in visual changes due to 
tree removal.”!°’ The FEIS fails entirely to consider the impact the Preferred Alternative will have on the 
Trail as a recreational space. In addition, the conclusions in the FEIS with respect to the impacts that 
construction will have on other parks, such as Rock Creek Park, is simply not supported by evidence 
provided in the FEIS. Courts will overturn an agency decision as arbitrary and capricious under “hard 
look” review where “the agency failed entirely to consider an important aspect of the problem ... [or] the 
agency offers an explanation which runs counter to the evidence.”!™ 


a Id. at p. 4-85. 
me Id. at p. 4-71. 
me Id. at p. 4-85. 


14 Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F. 3d 1209, 1216 (11™ Cir. 2002) (citing Motor Vehicle 
Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 
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2 The FEIS fails to adequately consider the effects of compliance with regulations 
governing parks. 


The brief reference to coordination with the NCPC in Chapter 4 of the FEIS fails to adequately explain 
the regulatory context of such coordination, the required review and approval by NCPC and the impact 
such review may have on the Preferred Alternative. According to the FEIS, any proposed development 
within Rock Creek Park is subject to review by NCPC and review and approval by the Maryland-National 
Capital Park and Planning Commission (“M-NCPPC”). The FEIS concludes that the Purple Line is 
generally consistent with the NCPC’s Comprehensive Plan for the National Capital: Federal Elements 
(2004),'” but fails to discuss the basis for this determination, criteria for approval by NCPC or M- 
NCPPC, whether approval is likely to be granted, how long such review and coordination will take, 
whether NCPC or M-NCPPC may impose any conditions on development of the Preferred Alternative in 
Rock Creek Park, the environmental effects any such conditions may have, whether the Preferred 
Alternative alignment may need to be revised based on comments from NCPC or M-NCPPC, the 
environmental effects that may result from such revisions to the Preferred Alternative, and mitigation that 
may be undertaken to address any such effects. Here again, the MTA has failed to “consider an important 
aspect of the problem” in violation of NEPA.'”° 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


=" A full and fair evaluation of the impact of the project on the use of the Trail as park or 
recreational land; 


= A full and fair evaluation of the impact of the project on the other parks studied, including Rock 
Creek Park, that adequately supports any conclusion that the project will not diminish the positive 
attributes of such parks; and 


« A full and fair evaluation of the review by NCPC and M-NCPPC and the need to obtain approval 
from NCPC and M-NCPPC for the alignment across Rock Creek Park, including the criteria for 
approval, the likelihood it will be granted, and conditions that could be imposed.” 


HABITAT AND WILDLIFE 
1. The FEIS fails to provide a full and fair discussion of impacts to habitat and wildlife. 


The FEIS admits that the Trail is characterized by “the prominence of the natural environment.”'” It also 
admits that as a result of the Preferred Alternative “much of the existing vegetation would be removed 
and most of the existing tree canopy would be eliminated.”'°* Despite these admissions, the FEIS argues 
that since “the Preferred Alternative would be largely constructed within existing roadway and 


a See FEIS, at p. 4-51. 


aoe Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F. 3d 1209, 1216 (11" Cir. 2002) (citing Motor Vehicle 
Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 


me See FEIS, at p. 4-80. 
i Id. at p. 4-84. 
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transportation rights-of-way, potential effects on natural resources have been minimized.”'” This is 
patently false. Since much of the Preferred Alternative alignment relies on the use of the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way and the consequent permanent destruction of the existing vegetation and tree canopy, 
potential effects on natural resources have been increased. This patently false conclusion violates NEPA 
requirements by “sweeping negative evidence under the rug”''® and by failing to provide a “full and fair 
discussion” of the impacts.'"’ 


Remarkably, while other parts of the FEIS mention the need to permanently remove the trees and other 
vegetation along the Trail, the section ostensibly devoted to a “full and fair discussion” of impacts to 
habitat and wildlife fails to do so. Instead, the FEIS relies on the following cryptic explanation of the 
long-term effects: “The impact of the Preferred Alternative on forest and specimen trees would primarily 
take the form of partial property acquisitions at the edges of forested habitat, affecting a total of 48 acres 
of forested habitat and 194 specimen trees.”''” Nowhere in this long-term effects section does the FEIS 
clearly disclose that the tree canopy present along the Trail will be permanently removed.''? Moreover, 
the FEIS relies on the results of the Forest Stand Delineation Report for the Purple Line Rapid Transit 
Connection (2011), but fails to provide a copy of that document. That failure hinders the ability of the 
affected community to evaluate the accuracy and completeness of conclusions drawn in the FEIS and 
represents a failure of the FEIS to demonstrate evidentiary support for such conclusions. 


The FEIS uses similar obfuscating language to address the issue of the Preferred Alternative’s impact on a 
colony of heron in the forested floodplain of Coquelin Run. The FEIS notes that the colony exists “in 
close proximity to the study area,” that such heronries “are a rare resource of particular interest that 
should be protected” and that disturbing such heronries through cutting nesting trees, cutting nearby trees 
or nearby construction that causes abandonment of chicks by the adults violates the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act.''* However, the FEIS then uses selective language to minimize the reader’s perception of the 
potential adverse impact to the heronry. In a letter dated October 26, 2011, the Maryland Department of 
Natural Resources (“MDNR”) wrote that it would likely require a time-of-year restriction on work within 
4 mile of the heron colony.''” By letter to the MDNR dated February 27, 2012, the MTA admitted that 
the heron colony was within % mile from the project site. Specifically, the MTA wrote: 


ve Id. at p. 4-175. 

” National Audubon Soc’y v. Dept. of the Navy, 422 F.3d 174, 194 (4" Cir. 2005). 
a 40 C.F.R. §1502.1. 

e See FEIS, at p. 4-117. 





In addition, although NEPA requires a “full and fair discussion” of impacts, the FEIS fails to discuss or 
even mention the positive attributes afforded by the trees that the Preferred Alternative plans to 
permanently remove. As publicized by Montgomery County, trees: (1) remove pollutants from the air; (2) 
provide many ecological services that support reduced energy use and benefit the environment; (3) provide 
cooling through shade and evapotranspiration; (4) remove atmospheric CO, by sequestration; (5) benefit 
watersheds; (6) reduce stormwater runoff; (7) help soil stability; (8) help recharge groundwater supply; (9) 
lower crime rates; (10) help children concentrate; (11) increase the amount of time neighbors spend outside 
mingling with other neighbors; and (12) help reduce physiological stress. (See http://www6.montgo 
merycountymd.gov/dectmpl.asp?url=/content/dep/climatechange/treeoverview.asp) 


me Id. at p. 4-117. 
ue See FEIS, Appendix G. 
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The project is located within 4 mile of the colony but is buffered by the 
community that is located along Chevy Chase Lake Drive to the north, 
substantially diminishing the potential for direct impacts.''® 


However, in the FEIS the MTA wrote: 


The project also would not result in long-term impacts to the heron 
colony located within Coquelin Run because the colony is located 
outside the LOD approximately one-quarter mile from the proposed 
transitway alignment and is buffered by an intervening roadway and 
residences.''” 


Unlike the candid correspondence with the MDNR, the FEIS fails to clearly acknowledge that the heron 
colony is located within the 4 mile distance identified by MDNR as possibly leading to time of year 
restrictions on construction of the Preferred Alternative. 


2. The FEIS fails to support its assumptions and conclusions related to habitat and wildlife 
impacts. 


In connection with adverse impacts to habitat and wildlife, the FEIS fails to take the “hard look” required 
by NEPA, offering conclusions unsupported by any evidence. For example, the FEIS states that the 
aquatic species “expected to be impacted are acclimated to disturbed settings and would be likely to 
recolonize temporarily disturbed areas, though the communities are unlikely to be identical to those 
present prior to construction.”''* The FEIS does not identify what species would be impacted. It does not 
offer any support for the conclusion that such species are acclimated to disturbed settings. It does not 
offer any support for the conclusion that such species are likely to recolonize temporarily disturbed areas. 
It notes that almost one mile of stream habitat will be permanently destroyed, but confuses the issue by 
then discussing the mitigation afforded by potential recolonization of temporarily disturbed areas. The 
FEIS neglects to address potential mitigation of the permanent loss of aquatic habitat. Without an express 
evaluation of potential mitigation, “neither the agency nor other interested groups and individuals can 
properly evaluate the severity of the adverse effects.”'”” 


Similarly, the FEIS fails to take a hard look at adverse impacts to terrestrial habitat and wildlife caused by 
the Preferred Alternative. The FEIS states that “[w]ildlife using terrestrial resources affected by the 
Preferred Alternative would be displaced (mobile species) or eliminated (non-mobile species) by the 
project.”’”? However, it does not offer any discussion of the extent and magnitude of the adverse impacts. 
It does not report that any effort was made to identify terrestrial wildlife populations in the study area. It 
does not estimate the severity of the impacts to those populations. It does not estimate how many 
terrestrial creatures will die or be displaced as a result of the Preferred Alternative. Moreover, as 
elsewhere, the FEIS turns a blind eye toward the natural habitat provided by the Trail. The FEIS 


a See FEIS, Appendix G (emphasis added). 
7 See FEIS, at p. 4-118 (emphasis added). 
. See FEIS, at p. 4-118. 
y Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 352 (1989). 
" See FEIS, at p. 4-117. 
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concludes that “[e]xisting wildlife corridors within the stream valley parks crossed by the transitway 
would be maintained.”'”! However, the FEIS fails to acknowledge that the Trail is, itself, a wildlife 
corridor connecting the stream valley areas it transects. Accordingly, the FEIS fails “entirely to consider 
an important aspect of the problem” and violates NEPA requirements. '”” 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of the impact of the project on the Trail that recognizes the significant 
natural environment provided by the Trail as well as the significant and permanent destruction of 
that natural environment; 


= A copy of the Forest Stand Delineation Report for the Purple Line Rapid Transit Connection 
(2011); 


= A full and fair evaluation of the impact of the project on the heronry located in Coquelin Run, 
including a discussion of the impact of time-of-year restrictions that could be imposed by MDNR; 
and 


= A full and fair evaluation of the impact of the project on aquatic and terrestrial species that 
identifies the affected species, provides estimates of the number of organisms that will be lost, 
discusses available mitigation strategies, and commits to employ or provides a reasoned and 
supported discussion of why there is no reasonable need to employ, specific, detailed mitigation 
strategies. 


LAND USE, PUBLIC POLICY AND ZONING 


The FEIS concludes that the Preferred Alternative would be compatible with the existing mixed urban 
and suburban character of the study area land use. The FEIS states that “[t]he Preferred Alternative would 
be located on or along existing roadways, railroad rights-of-way, and the Georgetown Branch right-of- 
way,” and concludes that, “[t]herefore, it is not expected to substantially change the current land uses 
within the study area.”'”’ There is no evidence to support the conclusion that current land use along the 
Trail would not be changed. In fact, the FEIS undertakes no analysis of whether restriction of access to 
the Trail to the proposed twenty-one paved access points, the destruction of tree canopy along the length 
of the Trail and construction of the Purple Line immediately adjacent to the Trail, would affect the 
quantity or quality of use of the Trail. 


The FEIS lists the Planning Areas and most recent applicable policies and plans adopted by local, 
regional, state and federal authorities in Table 4-3.'* The Georgetown Branch right-of-way is not 
included in the list, despite the fact that local plans for the Georgetown Branch have been established. In 
fact, MTA acknowledges in the response to comments to the AA/DEIS that “[t]he consideration of the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way in this study took place against the backdrop of more than two decades 


121 Id. 


nee See Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F.3d 1209, 1216 (11" Cir. 2002) (citing Motor 
Vehicle Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 
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of planning by the County regarding the future use of that corridor” and that “[iJn January 1990, the 
Montgomery County Council approved the Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment, which 
officially designated the right-of-way for a combined transitway and trail.”'*? However, the FEIS 
misleadingly omits reference to the Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment in Table 4-3. Similarly, 
the Social Effects and Land Use Planning Technical Report cites the Master Plan Amendment in its list of 
references, but fails to include any discussion of the Master Plan Amendment.'”° These omissions loudly 
signal the failure of the MTA to “consider an important aspect of the problem” in violation of NEPA.'”” 


MTA repeatedly asserts in its response to comments on the AA/DEIS that the Trail was always intended 
to be used as both a trail and a transitway.'* However, this oversimplification ignores the fact that the 
Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment explicitly recommended that there be no changes to the 
existing adopted land uses within 1,000 feet on either side of the Trail, and that “every effort possible be 
made to ensure that existing trees along the trolley/trail route are preserved wherever possible and that 
replacement of trees is of sufficient quantity and quality to preserve and enhance the environment.”!” If 
the FEIS properly analyzed the Preferred Alternative in light of the Georgetown Branch Master Plan 
Amendment, it would: (1) evaluate whether the alignment selected is consistent with the Master Plan and 
discuss any inconsistencies; (2) analyze whether the displacement of existing commercial, residential and 
institutional uses caused by the Preferred Alternative'” is consistent with the Georgetown Branch Master 
Plan Amendment; and (3) acknowledge that the Preferred Alternative, in contravention of the Master Plan 
Amendment, will require clear-cutting of trees along the Trail, and will not allow for replacement of trees 
in sufficient quantity and quality to preserve and enhance the environment, as required by the Master Plan 
Amendment. The FEIS provides no such analysis, and thus fails to provide a “full and fair” discussion of 
the impacts of the Preferred Alternative.'*! 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


" A full and fair evaluation of how the project will change use of the Trail and the project’s 
inconsistency with the Georgetown Branch Master Plan Amendment. 


AIR QUALITY 


The discussion of the Preferred Alternative’s impacts on air quality in the FEIS is deficient in several 
respects. First, the FEIS relies on assumptions in concluding that the Preferred Alternative will have 
minimal impacts on air quality, without providing any evidence of a basis for these assumptions. For 
example, the FEIS concludes that Mobile Source Air Toxics (““MSATs”) emitted along the project 


= See FEIS, at Appendix A, pp. 11, 14. 
oe See FEIS, Technical Report: Social Effects and Land Use Planning, at p. 74 (2013). 
oh Sierra Club v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 295 F. 3d 1209, 1216 (11" Cir. 2002) (citing Motor Vehicle 


Mfrs., 463 U.S. 29, 43 (1983)). 

ee See, e.g., FEIS, at Appendix A, pp. 11, 20, 55. 
= Id. at p. 1, 3. 

ae See FEIS, at p. 4-35 (Table 4.7). 
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corridor in the future would be proportional to the total Vehicle Miles Traveled (“WMT”) predicted under 
each alternative, assuming the vehicle mix does not change.'*” The FEIS fails to consider whether the 
vehicle mix may, in fact, change, and particularly how the vehicle mix may be impacted by the various 
alternatives. 


The FEIS further fails to account for the impact that new development resulting from the Preferred 
Alternative, including the Chevy Chase Lake development, will have on air quality. The FEIS touts the 
positive impact that the Preferred Alternative would have on economic growth and development in the 
area.'*? CEQ regulations require that an EIS consider both direct and indirect environmental effects of 
alternatives.'** “Indirect effects” include those “which are caused by the action and are later in time or 
farther removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable,” specifically “growth inducing effects 
and other effects related to induced changes in the pattern of land use, population density or growth rate, 
and related effects on air and water and other natural systems, including ecosystems.”'*” While the FEIS 
takes into account the growth inducing effects of the Preferred Alternative when recounting the benefits 
of such effects, it fails to take into account these effects in projecting the impact the Preferred Alternative 
will have on air quality. NEPA requires an agency to consider the “incremental impact of the action when 
added to other past, present and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (federal 
or non-federal) or person undertakes such other actions.”'*® By ignoring the impact such foreseeable 
development may have on air quality, the FEIS fails to provide a “full and fair” discussion of air quality 
impacts. 


Additionally, the FEIS concludes that because the construction duration of the project is not anticipated to 
exceed five years in any single location, any impact incurred during construction would be considered a 
temporary impact, and therefore hot-spot analyses are not required. However, the FEIS fails to consider 
several factors that would recommend performing analysis of air impacts. First, the region is designated 
as non-attainment for PM5,'°"’ which would be a primary air quality concern during construction as a 
result of localized increase in the concentration of fugitive dust, as the FEIS admits.'** Even temporary 
impacts may have a significant detrimental effect on air quality in a non-attainment zone. Second, the 
FEIS fails to consider that delays may cause the construction duration to exceed five years. According to 
the FEIS, the average time required for heavy construction activity alone is more than four years.'*? The 
total construction timeline for the Preferred Alternative is more than five years (July 2015 to late 2020).'*° 
The FEIS does not specify in its discussion of air quality whether those estimates account for delays that 
may be caused by the construction itself or by outside factors. In particular, as discussed more above, the 
MDNR has indicated that it would likely recommend a time-of-year restriction on work that falls within 





a See FEIS, at p. 4-97; FEIS, Technical Report: Air Quality, at p. 36 (2013). 

si See FEIS, at 4-4. 

= 40 C.F.R. §1502.16(a) and (b). 

3 40 C.F.R. §1508.8(b). 

bs National Audubon Soc’y v. Dept. of the Navy, 422 F. 3d 174, 196 (4" Cir. 2005). 
o See FEIS, at p. 4-96. 

= Id. at p. 4-100. 

mA Id. at p. 5-2. 

Id. at p. 5-1. 
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% mile of a heron colony. Since it is reasonable to assume that MDNR will impose time-of-year 
restrictions on certain construction activities, it is also reasonable to assume that construction could 
exceed five years. Accordingly, hot-spot analyses for construction-related activities should be performed. 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of air quality impacts from the project, including consideration of 
vehicle mix changes, the effect of new development resulting from the project, and the likelihood 
that construction will take more than five years to complete. 


WATER 


With respect to water quality impacts, the FEIS presents at least partially contradictory conclusions. The 
FEIS acknowledges that “the project would increase impervious surfaces in the study area, which could 
increase the amount of surface runoff and potentially increase the level of contaminants such as heavy 
metals, salt, organic molecules and nutrients in the surface runoff.”"*! However, it then concludes that 
“Ts]ince the study area is already developed and the Preferred Alternative includes proposed infrastructure 
to effectively manage stormwater runoff generated by the project, increases in nutrient and sediment 
levels from the project are unlikely to affect overall TMDL management.”'”’ As elsewhere, the issue here 
is the failure of the FEIS to acknowledge the significant loss of natural habitat (i.e., the study area is not 
already developed) or to provide evidentiary support for its conclusions. It does not attempt to estimate 
what the increase in stormwater runoff will be, what the nutrient and sediment levels in that additional 
runoff will be, or what impact those nutrient and sediment levels will have on the Chesapeake Bay Total 
Maximum Daily Load compliance. 


For these reasons, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects these deficiencies, by 
including: 


= A full and fair evaluation of water quality impacts from the project, including recognition that the 
project would significantly increase surface water runoff and contaminant loads to area 
waterways; 


= A commitment to employ Green Tracks; and 


= A commitment to employ, or a reasoned and supported discussion of why there is no reasonable 
need to employ, other specific detailed mitigation strategies. 


k k k k ok 


The Purple Line — in its current form — would fundamentally change the character of the Capital Crescent 
Trail and irrevocably destroy the mature forest and tree canopy that line a significant portion of the 
Georgetown Branch Trail. We strongly urge the MTA and FTA to reconsider the Purple Line in its 
current form. To that end, we request that the MTA issue a supplemental FEIS that corrects the 
deficiencies identified in this letter and provides a full and fair comparison of the attributes and 





mt See FEIS, at p. 4-127. 
= Id. at p. 4-128. 
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deficiencies of the Preferred Alternative, No Build Alternative and Medium Investment BRT Option 1. 
No matter what is suggested by artist renderings and MTA assurances, constructing and operating the 
Purple Line over the Trail will destroy permanently a unique, priceless, irreplaceable linear park between 
two bustling urban centers, forever depriving Silver Spring and residents east of Silver Spring of the 
many benefits derived from having this continuous park with its hiking, walking and biking trail. 


Respectfully submitted, 


ee ae 


Ajay Bhatt 
President 
Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail 


ce: Roger Berliner, Councilmember, District 1, Montgomery County 
Arthur Holmes, Jr., Director, Maryland Department of Transportation 
Richard S. Madaleno, Jr., Maryland State Senator, Maryland’s 18" District 
Michael D. Madden, Purple Line Project, Maryland Transit Administration 
Christopher Van Hollen, Jr., U.S. Representative, Maryland’s 8" District 


px | 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #656 DETAIL 








First Name: JEFF 
Last Name : ANNIS 
Email Address : JEFFANNIS@REALTOR.COM 


Submission Content/Notes : Put the train under ground where it belongs. The trail can not be 
replaced or moved. Damn the expense, start digging. 
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First Name: Richard 
Last Name : Furcolo 
Email Address : RFurcolo@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Destroying the trail is asinine and any official who participates in this 
endeavor for should be removed from office. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #658 DETAIL 





First Name: Thelma 
Last Name : McDermott 
Email Address : rothder@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : To whom it may concern: 


| live very close to the capital Crescent Trail, that is, within five minutes 
walking time, and | am contacting you today to very strongly express that 
destruction of this trail will impact very badly me, my family and my 
community in the areas of noise, health, safety, access to green space, 
and loss of bio diversity. Please do not destroy this beautiful invaluable 
environmental gem. Me and my husband and my children have been 
using the trail nearly every day for decades. Please do not cut down the 
trees to put a train system in. This community does not need a rail 
system. The metro is quite sufficient. In addition there will be 
tremendous construction noise and dislocation during the construction, 
and after the construction, when the trains are running there will be more 
noise and danger to area children and teenagers. Train areas tend to 
breed crime. There is no way, furthermore, to keep children and 
teenagers from attempting to enter onto the train tracks. This is a further 
danger. This is not to mention the HUGE expense. There are many 
other things more worthwhile to spend the money in. This project is a 
very bad idea. Sincerely Thelma McDermott and Professor Paul 
Rothstein. (Dictated to voice recognition system. Forgive typos, etc.) 


wm) [ol] fey | oF yO 
Hi 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #659 DETAIL 








First Name : Timothy 
Last Name : Seeley 
Email Address : seeley@ieee.org 


Submission Content/Notes : Trees not trains. Save the trail! 
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First Name : Elisa 
Last Name : Klein 
Email Address : elisalklein53@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please don't do this to the Capital Crescent Trail - it runs very close to 
my house and is a place of refuge and exercise for thousands of people 


every day. The Purple Line will end up like the Inter-County Connector - 
underused, operating at a loss, and at a terrible price for our sense of 
community and the environment. 
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Last Name : melissa 
Email Address : mandkindle@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | knew the trail before it was built when | lived in Palisades DC and it 
was a wonderful coming together of the community when we held the 

ribbon cutting. DO NOT destroy the wonderful, peaceful and special 
environment that was built and would forever be very negatively 
impacted thank you 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #664 DETAIL 





Last Name : Harvey 
Email Address : mdcrc@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : As a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose home 
is just a few blocks from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation 
site, | am requesting that MTA keep open the issue of what to do about 

the power substation on Wayne Avenue until the matter can be resolved 
in a manner satisfactory to residents of the neighborhood. 
>> 
>> 
>> Thank you for your consideration in this important matter. 
>> 
>> 
>>Harvey Walden 
>>Pershing Drive, Silver Spring 
>> 
>> 
>> 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #665 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


es) Q 
nn ioe) 


Aileen 
Worthington 
aworthington@verizon.net 


As a District of Columbia resident, it is incomprehensible to me that a 
heavily used linear park/trail in lower Montgomery County is to be 
willfully destroyed. The existing trail, shaded by acres of mature trees, is 
enjoyed by residents and visitors of all ages. It is an integral part of our 
area's amazing interconnected system of trails. | am an advocate and 
user of public transit but surely there is an alternate Purple Line route. 
We should treasure, not decimate, precious green space in an 
increasingly developed area. | am also concerned about possible 
detrimental effects of the Purple Line construction and hundreds of trains 
daily on Rock Creek Park. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #666 DETAIL 





First Name: 
Last Name: 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Robert 
Elliot 
Washington Real Estate Investment Trust 


mail@sf-notifications.com 
WRIT FTP has sent you files. 


*“™* Click here to download 13 1021_WRIT comments re Purple Line 
FEIS with exhibits.pdf https://writ.sharefile.com/d/d32e48b6a04b4cd3 


Note From WRIT: 

Please find a link to Washington Real Estate Investment Trust's 
comments regarding the Purple Line FEIS. We have also sent this letter 
via FedEx and have attempted to send via direct e-mail. 


ShareFile is a tool for sending, receiving, and organizing your business 
files online. 

It can be used as a password-protected area for sharing information with 
clients and 

partners, and it's an easy way to send files that are too large to e-mail. 


Powered By Citrix ShareFile 2013 
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| WASHINGTON 





REAL ESTATE 6110 Executive Boulevard, Suite 800 main 301 984 9400 
V V le | INVESTMENT Rockville, Maryland 20852 fax 301 9849610 
: | TRUST 


October 21, 2013 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles St 

Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore MD 21201 


To Whom It May Concern: 


Washington Real Estate Investment Trust (WRIT) is the long-term owner of a 5.45 acre parcel of land 
that sits adjacent to the proposed Long Branch Purple Line Station. The property is presently improved 
with just over 50,000 SF of retail, including a Giant grocery store, Chevy Chase Bank, and the 
Montgomery Beauty School. Having owned the property since 1963, WRIT is invested in the community 
and its future success. 


WRIT has reviewed the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and has identified two main areas 
of improvement to the Arliss Street portion of the Purple Line — construction staging and long-term 
property access. While we are supportive of the Purple Line and look forward to its arrival, we believe 
that some minor changes to the plans are required in order to ensure the success of the Purple Line in 
Long Branch. 


We should note that we are making these recommendations without the benefit of all of the drawings 
referenced in the Index of Drawings in Volume II of the FEIS. WRIT requested copies of the drawings 
relevant to our property from the Purple Line Project Manager on September 23, 2013, but thus far have 
not received any of the requested items. Some of these drawings, such as the maintenance of traffic plans 
and signalization plans, could have meaningful short and long-term implications for our property as well 
as the surrounding community, and as such, should have been included as part of the 30-day public 
review. While we recognize that the FEIS is a work in progress, we would note that the drawings 
included in the FEIS along Arliss Street lack consistency. For example, the Arliss Street alignment plans, 
Contract T-1042-0220, Drawing Sheets CV-30 and CV-31, represent our current understanding of the 
Purple Line plans with the train “side running” along the western side of Arliss Street. However, the 
corresponding cross sections, Contract T-1042-0220, Drawing Sheets TS-036 through TS-038, which are 
still dated 2012, show the train running through the median. For an adjacent property owner, a portion of 
whose land would be condemned as part of these plans, this inconsistency is significant; based on the 
provided sections, we have no reference for important design considerations such as retaining wall 
heights along Arliss Street, the cross section and design of the proposed Arliss Street station, or exactly 
how and where the train emerges from the tunnel portal. WRIT recommends that our comment period be 
extended until such time we have had the opportunity to review complete and coordinated drawings. At 
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this time, our comments respond to the FEIS document and drawings previously supplied by MTA. We 
reserve the right to further comment once all the referenced drawings are made available for our review. 


Construction Staging 
A. Parking 


Sheet 12 of the Environmental Resource Map indicates that a substantial portion of WRIT’s parking lot 
would be disturbed by the Purple Line. Without access to the requested maintenance of traffic plans 
referenced in the FEIS, we must reasonably infer that the limit of disturbance line shown on our parking 
lot reflects the extent of the construction staging area; this line is consistent with the staging diagram and 
the maintenance of traffic plans the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) provided to WRIT this past 
spring (Exhibit A). The Plymouth Tunnel staging area/Stage 1 — which would remain in place for at least 
30 months, with construction occurring 24 hours a day, 6 days a week (in order to maintain that schedule) 
— would have significant, detrimental impacts on the number of parking spaces available to our tenant, 
Giant, and on the turning movements of Giant’s delivery trailers. We will further explain these impacts 
and then offer a number of alternative staging areas that would bare a lesser burden to both WRIT, 
WRIT?’s tenants, and the state of Maryland. 


WRIT is contractually obligated to maintain the parking lot in its present configuration, which currently 
provides 372 parking spaces. Knowing that the construction of the Purple Line would impair a significant 
portion of the parking lot, we hired a respected traffic consultant, Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc., to 
analyze the parking impacts to our property. Based on that analysis, it is estimated that the Stage 1 staging 
area would eliminate 182 parking spaces (49%) from use during this 3-year period of construction (that 
number includes additional spaces lost to allow for trailer turning movements). 


The loss of parking spaces could prompt Giant to seek to terminate its lease and thereby significantly 
increase the valuation and community impacts of the taking of WRIT’s property. Notwithstanding this 
potential outcome, Giant has informally indicated to us that it currently plans to continue to operate its 
store at this location provided that at least 200 spaces remain available in front of the store entrance. As 
you can see from the attached traffic diagrams (Exhibit B), only 129 spaces remain in front of the store 
during Stage 1 of construction. We note that the remaining phases of construction allow for adequate 
parking, but mitigation measures must be pursued to accommodate at least 71 additional spaces in Stage 
1. 


B. Truck Turning Movements 


Each phase of construction poses unique challenges to Giant’s delivery trailers, which measure up to 70 
feet in length. Giant receives up to 4 deliveries per day, between the hours of 4AM and noon, and strongly 
prefers at least 2 options for ingress and egress. Today, trailers access the site via the northern entrance, 
which provides a short travel distance and easy access to the western loading bays. The tunnel staging 
area would eliminate entry from this access point, diverting trucks to the southern entrances. During Stage 
1 construction, trucks would be required to enter from the southernmost entrance, circumnavigate the 
parking lot (Giant’s safety standards do not allow trailers to cross in front of stores) and then access the 
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western loading bays — use of the eastern loading bays is not feasible as the turning movements of the 
trailers would block the only means of access to the front parking lot. 


While the trucks could physically manage this atypical entry sequence, exiting the property would pose a 
greater challenge. On the Stage 1 turning movements diagram of Exhibit B, you can see that the truck 
path would impact an existing light pole on the northern end of the parking lot. In order to avoid this 
obstacle, a truck would need to use the drive aisle in front of the store, which as mentioned above, is 
prohibited by Giant’s safety standards. A better, and in our mind, easier solution to this problem would 
be to adjust the southern edge of the staging area to allow trailers enough room to navigate this tum. As 
an alternate to adjusting the staging area, we have also illustrated how trucks could access our property 
through the gas station property that MTA intends to condemn. Please note that Giant would strongly 
prefer to have at least two separate means of ingress and egress. 


During later phases of construction, trucks are able to access the loading bay via the newly-created 
northern entrance, however they may find exiting at that location challenging due to the proposed curb 
island. We would ask that MTA clarify the functionality of the northern entrance during construction 
versus the final condition. While the staging diagrams show multiple movements exiting the property at 
this location, the final condition permits right-hand turns only. We have provided turning movements for 
both scenarios. During Stage 4, tractor-trailers would be unable to avoid obstacles when exiting the 
property; leaving via the northern entrance impacts the curb island, and leaving via the southern entrance 
is not possible without utilizing a portion of the proposed staging area. Further, the narrow drive aisle 
does not permit two-way traffic. We have shown the exiting condition through the gas station site as a 
secondary option if the impact to the staging area at the southern entrance is not possible. 


C. Minimizing Impacts 


Both the parking issue and the tractor-trailer movement issue could be resolved by reducing the amount of 
space required for staging on WRIT’s property. There are a number of alternative staging locations that 
we believe would be acceptable to MTA: 


1. The parking lot at the southeastern quadrant of the intersection of Arliss Street and Flower 
Avenue (tax account # 03544464) — MTA is currently proposing to use half of this parking lot for 
staging purposes. We would suggest using the entire vacant parking lot and reducing the use of 
WRIT’s property by a proportional area. In Table 4-1 of the FEIS, MTA states that it “will use 
vacant or publicly-owned property, rather than privately-owned, developed property, for 
temporary construction activities to the extent reasonably feasible.” Whereas that parking lot sits 
vacant (and would for the foreseeable future given that the remaining half would be encumbered 
by staging), WRIT’s parking lot is part of a developed property and required by Giant for use by 
its customers. 


2. The Long Branch Public Library parking lot (tax account # 00980721) — this lot is public property 
and sits within close proximity of the staging area. The mitigation and minimization strategies 
outlined in the FEIS, and quoted above, should be followed. This site would be ideal for less 
active uses such as construction worker parking or materials storage. 
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3. The gas station site at the northwestern quadrant of the intersection of Arliss Street and Piney 
Branch Road (tax account # 00960710) — this property is slated for full property acquisition. In 
many other areas of the FEIS, MTA proposes staging areas on properties that would be acquired 
for the project. We would suggest acquiring this property sooner rather than later so that MTA 
may gain efficiencies by also using it as a Stage 1 staging area, rather than additionally paying 
WRIT for a construction easement. 


For the avoidance of doubt, the potential economic impacts — to the community, to WRIT and to the state 
of Maryland — from the construction process are extensively exacerbated if Giant ceases its operation at 
the location. As a result, we would strongly urge MTA to carefully consider the parking lot and truck 
movement considerations raised by this letter. We have said before on numerous occasions — and feel 
compelled to state it once more — that all parties will be significantly and adversely impacted if Giant 
ceases operation at our site. 


Long-Term Property Access 


For the last 50 years, WRIT has enjoyed full movement — left and right-hand turns — onto and off of our 
property at three locations. As a retail center, this level of accessibility, and the perception of 
accessibility, is essential to the success of our tenants. The FEIS plans do not provide a full movement 
entrance at WRIT’s property, however, as noted, coordination between MTA and WRIT on this issue is 
still ongoing. 


As part of that coordination effort, WRIT met with MTA this past June to discuss the feasibility of a full- 
movement, signalized intersection just north of the Long Branch station platform. Provided that the 
intersection would meet traffic signal warrants and that there would be room to add a dedicated left-hand 
turn lane, both MTA and WRIT agreed that a signal should be installed. Additionally, the Montgomery 
County Council recently approved a recommendation for a signalized, full-movement intersection at this 
location in the Long Branch Sector Plan. This modification to the Arliss Street plans would accomplish 
several objectives: 


1. This intersection would provide WRIT close to the same level of access that it has enjoyed since 
1963. As elsewhere provided in the FEIS, MTA should mitigate the impacts to the extent 
possible, which includes maintaining the same level of access that properties currently enjoy. 


2. The signal would vastly improve pedestrian safety at this station. The FEIS notes that the 
proportion of Long Branch’s residents using public transportation is 28%, which is greater than 
both the Purple Line Study area (23%) and Montgomery County (15%) figures (Social Effects 
and Land Use Planning Technical Report, pg. 9). This statistic suggests that there is a high 
likelihood of a person accessing the Long Branch station by foot. The current designs for Arliss 
Street show direct station access at only one end of the platform (the signalized intersection at 
Piney Branch Road). The only way to safely cross to the northern end of the platform is via the 
library signal, almost 350 feet to the north. A signalized crossing just north of the Arliss Street 
Station platform (adjacent to several hundred existing units of apartments) would reduce the 
likelihood of unprotected, midblock crossings and in effect “hold” the trains so that pedestrians 
may cross. 


3. A signalized intersection would vastly improve vehicular safety at the Long Branch Station. In 
order to further our coordination efforts with MTA, WRIT commissioned a signal warrant 
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analysis from Kimley-Horn in order to determine whether this intersection would meet the 
Montgomery County Department of Transportation’s signal requirements. Based on the existence 
of the train crossing alone, Kimley-Horn finds that the intersection just north of the station 
platform satisfies the standards for Warrant 9 (Exhibit C). Without a signal, it is highly unlikely 
that a driver would be able to turn off of the property safely given the span and visibility of the 
crossing. There is also the risk that a driver would straddle the tracks while waiting to make a turn 
onto Arliss Street. The FEIS states that, “MTA’s conceptual plans for the Purple Line include 
roadway and intersection improvements consistent with applicable design standards for safety, 
enabling the Purple Line and other transportation modes to operate together as efficiently and 
safely as possible” (ES-4). Given that signalization would allow this intersection to meet basic 
safety standards, its design should be included in future Purple Line plans. 


4. Creating greater accessibility to WRIT’s property would further the redevelopment goals of the 
Long Branch Sector Plan. The FEIS notes that, “By 2040, employment growth is expected to 
occur in all study area neighborhoods except Long Branch” (4-41). Additionally, the Long 
Branch station has the lowest projected ridership of all of the proposed Purple Line stations (ES- 
5). The Long Branch Sector Plan seeks to change this trajectory by providing redevelopment 
incentives to the commercial properties within the Town Center. As MTA is aware, WRIT has 
explored several redevelopment options and would like to pursue densifying its property in the 
future. But without adequate access — access that WRIT has enjoyed since owning the property — 
the viability of any redevelopment becomes less certain. With over 1,000 feet of linear frontage, 
WRIT’s property must have a full-movement, signalized intersection if it is going to attract the 
retail tenants and residents that will make redevelopment a reality. Other properties within the 
Town Center would also benefit from this intersection as many of them would connect to the 
proposed mid-block street whose eastern terminus is at this intersection. Commercial and 
residential growth at the Town Center will only bolster the ridership and success of the Long 
Branch station. 


The adoption of a full-movement, signalized intersection just north of the Long Branch station ultimately 
rests on two components: meeting the warrants for a signal and also providing space for a dedicated left- 
hand turn lane. The results of Kimley-Hom’s warrant study acknowledge the necessity for a signal at this 
intersection. The addition of the left-hand turn lane may be accommodated by switching the Long Branch 
station from a center platform to side platform format. As discussed during our meeting with MTA in 
June, enough space has been provided in the train right-of-way to allow for a train gate between the 
eastern tracks and the vehicular travel lanes. By opting for a side platform configuration, the space 
required for the gate could be provided in the same area as the eastern platform. This efficiency could 
create enough space for an additional vehicular travel lane within the overall right-of-way. In the event 
that additional space is still needed, WRIT would consider providing additional right-of-way on its 
property should no other viable alternative exist. 


WRIT has worked diligently with MTA and Montgomery County for over a year in order to create a 
design that would best meet the needs of all parties and the greater Long Branch community. We believe 
that our recommendations regarding construction staging and long-term access will enhance the overall 
configuration of the Arliss Street alignment and also provide much needed mitigation for the short and 
long-term effects of the Purple Line. It is our hope that MTA will adopt these mitigation strategies rather 
than increase the financial burden on the state of Maryland. 
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If there are any questions, I can be reached directly at 301-255-0765 or belliott@writ.com. Thank you for 
your consideration, and we look forward to continuing to work with MTA on this exciting and 
transformative project. 





Sincerely, 


R\aa\ 


10tt, Jr. 
Director of Development 


Ce: Mr. Michael Madden, Project Manager, Purple Line 
Mr. Rubin Bard, Director of Real Estate, Giant 
The Honorable Jamin B. Raskin, Senator, District 20 
The Honorable Sheila E. Hixson, Delegate, District 20 
The Honorable Thomas Hucker, Delegate, District 20 
The Honorable Heather R. Mizeur, Delegate, District 20 
The Honorable Valerie Ervin, Councilmember, Montgomery County Council 
The Honorable Frangois Carrier, Chair, Montgomery County Planning Board 
Ms. Melissa Williams, Senior Planner, M-NCPPC Montgomery County 
Mr. Val Lazdins, Chief, Area 1, M-NCPPC Montgomery County 
Mr. John Marcolin, Planner Coordinator, M-NCPPC Montgomery County 
Mr. Tom Autrey, Supervisor, Functional Planning and Policy, M-NCPPC 
Mr. David Anspacher, Planner/Coordinator, Functional Planning and Policy, M-NCPPC 
Mr. Paul T. McDermott, President & CEO, WRIT 
Mr. Thomas C. Morey, Senior VP and General Counsel, WRIT 
Mr. Paul S. Weinschenk, VP and Managing Director of Retail, WRIT 
Mr. Patrick L. O’Neil, Counsel, Lerch, Early & Brewer, Chtd. 
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First Name : Neil C. 
Last Name : Davis 
Email Address : neilcdavis@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Comments by Neil C. Davis, CIH on The Purple Line Final 


Environmental Impact 
Statement, 2013 


My comments will be limited primarily to the noise and vibration issues 
surrounding this project. | have reviewed chapters 2, 4 and parts of 
chapter 5 as well as the noise and vibration technical appendices. | live 
at #1 Kentbury Way, Bethesda, MD, 20814 which is at the corner of 
Kentbury 

Drive and Kentbury Way. | estimate my wife and my residence is less 
than 

150 feet to the centerline of the proposed light rail train (LRT) 
centerline. There is one row of housing between our home and the 
proposed 

LRT path. Our noise exposures will be most similar to sample M-10, 
8003 

Kentbury Drive, but our exposures will be less intense. 


| also am a Certified Industrial Hygienist (CIH), an occupational and 
environmental specialist in identifying, measuring and controlling 
primarily 

occupational exposures to chemicals, noise and other physical hazards. 
| 


have been a member of the AIHA Noise Committee over 10 years and 
CIH for 35 

years. | consider myself an expert in occupational noise control and 
hearing conservation and noise, ergonomic and chemical exposures 
evaluation 

and control in the construction industry. 


The noise exposures from the purple line projects described in the Noise 
Technical Report, August 2013 can be described as Long Term (40-50 
years) 

LRT Operations and short term construction (2015-2020, 5 years) 
intermittent 

construction noise "General Assessment " guidelines Transit Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA May, 2006). In most cases, 
residential 

noise exposures were below the FTA criteria for moderate or severe 
impact of 

residential and institutional land use. Moderate noise impact was 
projected 

occur at 11 residential (7 which are single family homes and 4 which are 
apartments containing approximately 140 units. The Noise Technical 
Report 

indicates that in most sensitive residential areas wheel skirts and 4 foot 
barrier walls provide a combined 12 dBA sound reduction and that the 
residual elevated noise exposures were due to horn and bell warnings 
and 

potential "Wheel Squeal" in tight turn areas. 


Comments on Long Term Report Assumptions and Omissions 


Long term report should have a discussion on the necessity and 


components of an ongoing operations and maintenance program to 
maintain 
track and trains to ensure overall safety of the operations and continued 
noise control. In the occupational setting poor maintenance or the 
absence Le 

of maintenance procedures are associated with increased occupational 
noise 

levels. (References)| have limited experience in railway noise control, 
but 

the extremes of weather and related effects(hot, cold, rain and soil 
erosion, snow and salt and other chemical treatments, must have a 
cumulative ; 
corrosive and deforming effect on track and train wheels. The moving 
parts 

of an electronic train need regular maintenance of axels, pulleys, 
transmission systems, wheels, and whistles. 


‘ Sensitivity of the projected noise model (FTA May, 2006) to 
different variables needs to be more transparent. The FTA May, 2006 
projected noise impact model has multiple variables. The type of land 
use, 

warning device used at or near location, distance from center line of 
track, 

10 dbA difference between existing and (projected) project related noise 
is 

well explained. The effects of track type, cross overs, and speed are not 
well explained. These explanations should be added to text to make 
limitations and sensitivity of the model more transparent. 


: The effects of the five speed levels should be summarized in a 
Table for all sampling sites. The variability of speed needs to be better 
explained. | suspect modifications of speed have a large effect on 
projected noise levels. This administrative control of lowering or 
increasing the speed of the train 5 or 10 miles per hour should be 
explained. The author indicates that he ran the noise projection model 
at 

presumably five different speeds from 10 to 50 miles per hour. This data 
needs to be part of the public record, so that the affected populations 
can 

effectively review and question how the speed of LRT affects the 
projected 

noise levels in their neighborhoods. 


Comments on Proposed Train Schedule during Morning Rush Hour and 
Effects of 
Noise on Sleep 


As stated in the introduction | believe my home is within 150 feet 
to the center of the proposed track location. Table 4 of Noise Technical 
Report summarizes the operations of the proposed schedule of the 
Preferred 
Alternative plan. | question the need of 10 trips per hour at 6 AM to 7 
AM. The Federal Transit Authority in its definition of Ldn defines 
nighttime 
as 10 PM to 7AM and that is the methodology used in this Technical 
Noise 
Report. To quote the report from page 3 "The Ldn descriptor was 
developed 
to account for the fact that people tend to be most sensitive to sound 
during typical sleeping hours. Many surveys have shown that Ldn is well 


correlated with human annoyance, and therefore this descriptor is widely 
used to describe how humans perceive environmental noise." 


| believe LRT operations during nighttime hours may cause a hardship to 
homeowners and renters due to sleep deprivation because of increased 
noise 

from train operations any time prior to 7 AM. In the Bethesda Chevy 
Chase 

neighborhoods many households are still sleeping until 7 AM. Operating 
ona 

rush hour schedule from 6 to 7 AM similar to the 7 to 9 AM schedule is 
not 

consistent with many, if not most, peoples sleep patterns and could lead 
to 

sleep deprivation. Also this time period is inconsistent with the 
Montgomery County Noise Ordinance which considers work from 9 PM 
to 7 AM to 

be night time and has stricter noise prohibitions on construction noise 
during nighttime work. 


o Can MTA staff explain the inconsistency between FTA guidelines and 
regulations in the definition of nighttime activities and the operation of 
the proposed LRT at rush our parameters between 6 and 7 AM? 


o What is the projected need for so many trips at that early hour? Does 
this override the sleep needs of the residents affected by the proposed 
Purple Line? 


o | know you are matching the hours of operation of Metro. Is there 
robust survey data showing that people will use the LRT to get to work at 
these early hours? 


| would recommend that you consider a non-rush hour schedule for 
these 6 to 

7 AM time slot with a headway of 10 number of trips being 6 times per 
hour. 

If not already done the weighing of the time efficiencies in scheduled 
commute versus the loss of sleep to the surrounding community of 
various 

schedule alternatives should be formally evaluated and incorporate into 
the 

Purple Line FEIS document. 


‘ | also believe that the speed of operation should be considered 
in sensitive residential areas such as Wisconsin Avenue (stop 1) to 
Connecticut Avenue (stop 2) from the 5 to 7 AM time periods. | cannot 
be 

quantitative in this suggestion, because | would need the data as 
requested 

above on the effect of speed on projected noise created by Preferred 
Alternate Plan at sampled locations. The qualitative argument is in the 
limited distance between stop 1 and 2 you could decrease speed by 5, 
or 10 

miles per hour and have some corresponding decrease in the additional 
projected noise as expressed in dBA measurements. Another way of 
looking at 

this issue is by adding 30 seconds or a minute in schedule efficiency 
youcan 

reduce train speeds and corresponding noise levels. 


| request that MTA's noise consultant do such an analysis prior to 
finalizing of this FEIS report. 


Comments on Projected Noise Exposures During Construction Activities 
2015-2020 


This is an excellent summary section identifying the major sources of 
construction noise that can impact property lines at a distance of 50 feet 
or greater. Typical activities include tunneling operations, pile driving 
and the use of heavy equipment for bridge and retaining wall work. Note 
that all these activities, except tunneling will be done in the 
Bethesda-Chevy Chase area between stations 1 and 2 traveling east. | 
believe 

Maryland Transit Authority (MTA) projects are technically not bound by 
local 

regulations. Therefore, MTA is pledging to abide by local noise 
ordinance, 

whenever feasible and reasonable They will also incorporate into 
contract 

specification documents performance standards for construction 
equipment to 

reduce noise associated with construction activity and to use the best 
available technology to control noise at residential properties. The MTA 
is 

also pledging to do noisy activities during the daytime, and route 
equipment 

and materials away from residential areas whenever possible and to 
respond 

to noise complaints promptly as well as provide adequate prior 
notifications 

of noisy projects. 


All the above pledges and commitments sound very commendable, but 
they lack 

specificity. | believe the impacted public would be better served with a 
specific commitment by MTA to conform to Montgomery County general 
and 

construction noise ordinances including the creation of Noise 
Suppression 

Plan for exposures that exceed 75 dBA during the hours of 7 AM to 5 
PM or 

Temporary Noise Waivers for noisy after hours or nighttime work. At the 
minimum the MTA should commit to submitting noise suppression and 
waiver 

plans in the Montgomery county jurisdictions. For consistency within the 
project the MTA should create a parallel system of suppression plans 
and 

waivers for work done in Prince Georges County. 


Thank you for the opportunity to make these comments. 
Neil C. Davis, CIH 


NeilCDavis@verizon.net 
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Dan 
Bolling 
DanbollingoO8@gmail.com 


The Capital Crescent Trail is an example of a public health asset we 
need, that can continue to stem the tide of rising healthcare costs. The 
FEIS is flawed in that it fails to take into consideration not just the 
deleterious health effects on proximate neighbors of the frequent and 
noisy trains. The FEIS fails to consider the impact on the health of trail 
users who will be dissuaded from healthful excercise, and the added 
environmental impact of their increased resort to personal automobiles 
after the trail would be made less bike and pedestrian friendly. 


Our government leaders should be doing all they can to get us out onto 
our feet and bikes, to improve our health, and prevent the further 
escalation of health care expenditure. 
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First Name : R. Shoshana 
Last Name : Mintz-Urquhart 
Email Address : Mintz.Urquhart@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please save the beautiful, Capital Crescent Trail from the high noise 
levels of | coming trains. 


We want to preserve the lovely Capital Crescent Trails. 
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First Name : Calvin 
Last Name : Burns 
Email Address : calvinburns9@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : As a biker who often uses the trail | believe the community would suffer 
greatly if you destroyed it. 
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katherine 
bradley 
kabradley64@gmail.com 


The Environmental Impact Statement fails to adequately weigh the 
importance of this miraculously preserved open space to our community. 
In a built up suburban area, the Capital Crescent Trail is a treasure that 
should be saved--home to bikers, hikers, dog walkers and wildlife. | 
think the needs of the Silver Spring Bethesda community could be met 
at a much lower cost and environmental impact by a high speed bus that 
would run on special lanes during rush hour. | supported the Purple Line 
until | attended a community meeting that showed what the remaining 
hiker-biker trail would really be like. With the noise from the trains and 
the frequency with which they run, the trail would be unpleasant at best-- 
a far cry from its current verdant peacefulness. | would urge you to 
reject this EIS until some way is found to protect the trail in a meaningful 
way. 


Thank you, 
Katherine Bradley 
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First Name : Carmen 
Last Name : lribarren 
Email Address : Carmen. iribarren@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The trail is vital To Montgomery County, esp. To the neighborhoods 
adjacent to it like mine. | live where | do in a large part because of the 
trail. A lot of people use it regularly esp. On weekends and when the 
weather is nice. | know quite a few people who also use it to get to work 
and back. It is a jewel and adds quite a bit of quality of life to the area. 
Let's preserve it and keep it nice. 
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First Name : Patricia 
Last Name : Friedman 
Email Address : levinfried@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please keep our trail green! 
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First Name : Tom 
Last Name : Armstrong 
Email Address : jtarmstrong1@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Attached are my comments on the Purple Line FEIS. 


--Tom Armstrong 
jtarmstrong1@gmail.com 


Attachments : PL FEIS response Tom Armstrong.docx (17 kb) 
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October 21, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street — Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Comments on the Final Environmental Impact Statement 


The Final Environmental Impact Statement that the MTA has produced is severely deficient in 
its treatment of the portion of the currently proposed Purple Line route from the Silver Spring 
Transit Center to Sligo Creek and fails to deal with the incompatibility of the current alignment 
along Wayne Ave. with this residential neighborhood. MTA is proposing to place a large transit 
power substation (TPSS) in the middle of this residential area, and seems intent on imposing a 
station at Dale Dr. without demonstrating the community consensus that the County Council has 
asked for. Meanwhile MTA is seemingly more responsive to the concerns of affected parties 
west of Rock Creek. The FEIS also demonstrates numerous shortcomings of the Purple Line 
project as a whole. In particular, it offers miniscule traffic and environmental benefits with a 
high price tag. While the cost-effectiveness of this project is an inescapable consequence of 
choosing light rail over less expensive and more flexible options, at least shortcomings in the 
Silver Spring area could be addressed by putting the Wayne Ave. segment in a tunnel, an 
alternative that MTA should seriously consider. 


Wayne Avenue is the most severely affected part of the Purple Line route. 


The Wayne Ave. portion of the proposed route is the only part on which the Purple Line would 
run at grade through a residential neighborhood. In this regard, it is unique among all the 
existing or proposed light rail systems in Maryland. However, the FEIS (see p. 4-26) reveals that 
MTA thinks of “Silver Spring” primarily as the redeveloped downtown. The FEIS fails to 
address numerous effects that the Purple Line would have on the residential neighborhoods that 
surround this portion of the route. Here are some examples: 


e The streetscape of Wayne Ave. will be severely degraded if the proposed routing is used, a 
result that is given short shrift in the FEIS. 
— Most of Wayne Ave. would become significantly wider; for instance, at Dale Dr., the width 
of Wayne Ave. as shown in the MTA’s drawings is equal to the width of Colesville Rd. at 
Dale Dr. The additional width comes at the expense of trees and green lawns. 
— The trees will be replaced with a forest of poles to support the catenary wires supplying 
power to the trains. The MTA feels that those poles and wires will have no adverse effect, as 
if they were no different that the much smaller number of poles and electrical wires that are 
currently present. They will, in fact, be much more intrusive. 
— Retaining walls will be needed along significant stretches according to detailed MTA 
drawings. 
— MTA’s drawings show a large and intrusive traction power substation (TPSS) located on 
Wayne Ave. next door to two houses. This structure, 50 ft. long, must be surrounded by a 
high fence or wall with 10 ft. clearance around the structure. The combination of fencing and 


structure will be significantly larger and more conspicuous that typical houses in the 
neighborhood and will exacerbate the industrial appearance of the street. The MTA must not 
use its current drawings as the final word on the placement of that TPSS. Its placement 
must be held open while MTA and the residents nearby seek — and find — an alternative. 


e Pedestrian safety along Wayne Ave. between Cedar St. and Dale Dr. is not addressed in the 
FEIS. The FEIS (p. 3-13) states that a new signalized pedestrian crosswalk is included in the 
project, but no such crosswalk appears on the drawings. The increased width of Wayne Ave. 
will exacerbate the safety problems that already affect pedestrians crossing Wayne at 
Springvale Rd. and Dartmouth Ave. 


e Environmental effects on trees and groundwater are inadequately addressed. 
— This proposed alignment would result in the loss of numerous large trees, particularly near 
Whole Foods and near the Silver Spring International Middle School. Our neighborhood is 
already losing a significant fraction of its trees due to development at the Chelsea School site. 
— The significant widening of most of Wayne Ave. would increase the area of impervious 
surfaces. The current amount of pavement in this area has already led to the degradation of 
Sligo Creek. 


e Inadequate attention is given to noise. 
— Squealing noise on the slopes and curves of Wayne Ave. cannot reasonably be mitigated by 
lubrication (the only solution offered in the FEIS), since the trains would share the roadway 
with cars. 
— Trains along Wayne Ave. would be required to sound bells and/or horns at uncontrolled 
intersections (at Springvale Rd., Cloverfield Rd., Greenbrier Dr., and Dartmouth Ave.) and 
when entering and leaving stations. This noise issue is not addressed in the FEIS; the “certain 
grade crossings” where a bell or horn is to be used are not identified. 
— Predicted “moderate” sound impacts included only seven single-family homes along 
Wayne Ave. but should clearly include the nearly 40 other such homes along Wayne that are 
equally close to the rail line and are near grade crossings. 


A station at Dale Drive is not yet approved. 


The proposed Dale Dr. station is too close to the Manchester and Silver Spring Library stations 
to be useful. There is insufficient ridership in this purely single-family residential area to justify 
it, and creation of space for the station needlessly widens Wayne Avenue. Yet MTA persists in 
assuming — and desiring (see remarks by Mike Madden, May 2010: 
http://montgomerycountydaily.blogspot.com/2010/05/mta-pushing-for-additional-purple- 
line.html) — that a station at Dale Dr. be built, even though the County Council requested that the 
station not be built until there was a neighborhood consensus that it should be built. Neither the 
County nor MTA has demonstrated such a consensus, or even attempted to determine whether 
such a consensus exists. Until the County and the community concur that a Dale Dr. station 
should be built, MTA should remove it from their plans. 


There is a marked disparity between accommodations to public concerns west of Rock Creek vs. 
east of Rock Creek. 


Prime examples include building a bridge over Connecticut Ave. — but crossing Georgia Ave. at 
grade; encouraging the razing of an entire building in Bethesda to accommodate a replacement 
bike tunnel under Wisconsin Ave. — but squeezing the Silver Spring “Green” Trail onto the 
lawns of the houses on Wayne Ave.; and adding miles of sound barriers in the Chevy Chase 
Lake area — but subjecting Wayne Ave. to clanging bells and honking horns. All of those 
improvements west of the Creek are worthwhile, but they should be matched by improvements 
east of the Creek as well. 


This project does not significantly reduce traffic or improve air quality. 


As public officials have acknowledged, the driver for the Purple Line is economic development, 
not transportation efficiency. The projected reduction in vehicle trips is 0.061%, or one part in 
1,600, over the region (FEIS Table 3.8). MTA claims a significant reduction in the Purple Line 
corridor, but the FEIS does not demonstrate this claim: Table 3.9 shows “Change in Vehicle 
Trips,” but nowhere does the FEIS tell us the total number of trips, so we do not know the 
fraction of total trips reduced. Volume III of the FEIS demonstrates that the change in levels of 
pollutants is negligible (e.g., Technical Report: Air Quality, table 7 (p. 31). 


The cost effectiveness of this project is low. 


The current cost estimate — undoubtedly an underestimate, unless MTA can point to any previous 
projects of this magnitude that came in on or under budget — is $2.15B for a 16-mile system, a 
cost of $134M per mile. This cost is several times as high as the cost of a bus rapid transit 
system. For this cost, all the Ride-On buses could be replaced, several times over, with new, 
state-of-the-art gas-hybrid buses that would be just as attractive as the Purple Line equipment. 


There is a solution to most, if not all, of these concerns: put the Wayne Ave. portion of the 
route in a tunnel. 


If the Purple Line is to be built in spite of its high cost per mile, a solution to the remaining 
concerns is available, but has been almost entirely neglected by MTA. The Purple Line could be 
built underneath Wayne Ave., as the community suggested several years ago. At that time, 
MTA reluctantly agreed to study that option, but did not do a serious engineering study. MTA 
later claimed that it would be too expensive. In the light of the $14M bridge over Connecticut 
Ave. and other mitigations elsewhere along the route, MTA at least should have an outside 
engineering firm give this option serious consideration and develop a detailed cost estimate. 


Respectfully, 
Tom Armstrong 


606 Greenbrier Dr. 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Reed 
Dewey 
reed-dewey@verizon.net 


To Whom it may concern: 

The Capital Crescent Trail is a true gem that | and my family have 
enjoyed for many years. It is a priceless natural resource that once 
gone cannot be brought back. Like other parts of the Purple Line, run it 
along East-West Highway. There are few houses there, and it's 
terminus as right at Metro, not 2-3 blocks away from it as the current 
proposed plan details. 


Don't let Chevy Chase Land Trust push their self interested agenda on 
our community for their own personal gain. We all know the Purple line 
would make their Chevy Chase Lakes property even more valuable than 
it already is. 


Just in my family alone, we ride our bikes on the trail, we take walks with 
friends, and my husband, who is starting a new job, will have the perfect 
green commute riding his bike from Bethesda to Silver Spring. 


| do not even want to fathom how adversely the changes that are being 
proposed will impact our lives and the lives of so many. Trains running 
alongside the trail will completely change the trail and | have deep 
concerns about the implications on health, safety, and loss of 
biodiversity. 


Beautiful, undeveloped places like the trail are too rare as it is. Although 
| recognize the purple line plan is going forward, | wish we could find an 
alternative that would preserve this treasure for us and for future 
generations. What is currently being proposed will be a huge and 
irreversible loss. 


Reed Dewey 
4618 DeRussey Parkway 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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First Name: Kristine 
Last Name : Martinez 
Email Address : ktaberski@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The Capital Crescent Trail is one of the best, if not the best, features of 
DC/MD. It provides a multitude of DC and MD residents with easy, safe 
access to the outdoors. Children can learn healthy lifestyle choices by 

integrating exercise early - helping to address the obesity problem that is 
plaguing our children today. 


Please do not take away our trail. 
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First Name : Robert 
Last Name : Fox 
Email Address : rob.env.fox@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | have used the Capital Crescent Trail many times, including every day 
for several years to commute to work, and It would be a travesty to 
destroy it's beauty and tranquility. Please help protect it and find a way 

C3 to not harm the trail, the trees, and the wildlife that depend upon its 
current state. 


Thank you 
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First Name: Jeff 
Last Name : Dunckel 


Business/Agency/Associati Montgomery County's Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Traffic Safety Advisory 
on Name : 


Email Address : Jeff. Dunckel@montgomerycountymd.gov 


Submission Content/Notes : Maryland Transit Administration, 


Montgomery County's Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Traffic Safety Advisory 
Committee would like to offer the following comments on the Purple 
Line's Final Environmental Impact Statement. These comments were 
approved by the full committee on September 12, 2013. The 
Pedestrian, 

Bicycle, and Traffic Safety Advisory Committee is authorized under 
Montgomery County legislation to advise the County Executive and the 
County Council on issues pertaining to pedestrian safety in the County. 
Mike Madden of the Maryland Transit Authority made a presentation to 
the 

committee on July 11, 2013. 


Action items following the presentation of the Purple Line project - 
July 11, 2013 


It is not evident from available information that the Purple line has a 
clear vision to shift the County's mode share from single occupancy 
motor vehicle to transit, walking and bicycling. In many locations with 
dense development and population, wide multi-lane roads are illustrated 
on both sides of the light rail which doesn't further the TOD goals of 
the project (slide 4 of presentation) or match successful light rail 
systems in other cities. In many instances, additional travel or turn 
lanes are being constructed which is lengthening crossing distances, 
reducing safety for pedestrians, and is detrimental to the pedestrian 
environment. In order to create vibrant retail hubs in key centers along 
the Purple Line's path, the transit system needs to be effective and 
efficient, but also enticing to pedestrians with a street cross section 
that prioritizes transit, pedestrian and bicycle travel over motor 
vehicle travel. We don't see any illustrations that reflect successful 
ne rail and TOD development in other cities like Portland (shown 
elow). 


MOTION: No Additional Lane Capacity 


Voted, that the PBTSAC recommend to the County Executive and 
County 

Council that in central business districts, locations with other high 
capacity transit services (metro stations, bus hubs), locations with 
high pedestrian volumes and planned pedestrian generators, that no 
additional lane capacity be provided for motor vehicles, including no 
additional turn lanes. Instead, right of way should be dedicated to 
bicycle facilities, promenades with wide planting strips and street 
trees. 


The motion was unanimously approved. 


MOTION: Specifications for Crossings 


seh that the PBTSAC recommend to the County Executive and 
ounty 

Council that anywhere the Purple Line travels through central business 
districts, locations with other transit services (metro stations, bus 
hubs), locations with high pedestrian volumes and planned pedestrian 
generators, crossings should include raised pedestrian refuge islands 
(that cross over the striped crosswalk), tight turning radii, and 

planting strips with street trees. 


The motion was unanimously approved. 


Thank you for accepting our comments pertaining to the Purple Line's 
design. 


Erwin Mack, Chair 

Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Traffic Safety Advisory Committee 
8107 Chester Street 

Takoma Park, Maryland 20912 
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First Name : Mario 
Last Name : Gobbo 
Email Address : gobbomario@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The trail is very important to me. | bike on it at least once a week and 
walk it several times a week on it. It is essentially the only exercise | get. 

It is a wonderful and irreplaceable asset to all who live in the greater 
Washington DC area and it would be a real shame to spoil it in any way. 
Although | recognize the need for and support public transportation, | 
feel an alternative way must be found to keep such a treasure as the trail 
alive and working for us all. 
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First Name: Bruce 
Last Name : Baird 
Email Address : bbaird@cov.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The Capital Crescent Trail is an irreplaceable place of exercise, renewal 
and psychological and physical recreation in the midst of an increasingly 
urban area. It can quickly be reached by large numbers of people. Ifa 
train is needed, it is shortsighted to build it in the one place that will 


destroy a natural resource. 
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First Name : Andrea 
Last Name : Kelly 
Email Address : akellydc@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear 
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lam a resident of Rosemary Hills in Silver Spring. Please find below 
my 

comments on the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). 
Unfortunately, 

there are a number of critical gaps in the FEIS’s public interest analysis 
including the failure to adequately document and plan mitigation for the 
social, environmental, and economic harms that will be imposed upon 
the 

residential communities and public institutions in the Rosemary 
Hills/Lyttonsville/Rock Creek Forest area adjacent to the Purple Line. In 
particular, the FEIS fails to adequately take into consideration the 
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts that will negatively impact (1) 
the approximately 700 children at Rosemary Hills Elementary School 
(kindergarten through Second grade), (2) the historic Lyttonsville 
Community, and (3) low income residential community living in the 
Barrington Apartments. | specifically request that the FEIS be rejected 
as 

insufficient unless and until it is revised to adequately take into 
consideration these impacts and specific measurable mitigation 
techniques 

are incorporated into the FEIS and/or any Record of Decisions that 
results 

from administrative review of the FEIS. 


“Background on the community*: As you may be aware, the Rosemary 
Hills/Lyttonsville/Rock Creek Forest neighborhood is unique — it is a 
dense 

neighborhood of both single family homes on small plots of land and 
multiple apartment complexes with a population of approximately 5,000 
individuals. The neighborhood is highly diverse in almost every way 
possible - almost every race, culture and religion is represented within 
the community. Despite this high density and socio-economic diversity, 
the 

neighborhood has a delightful small town feeling that is due in large part 
to the quiet and peaceful nature of the community. But the 
neighborhood is 

7 fragile. The renters in the neighborhood are approximately 60% of 
the 

population. There are multiple apartment complexes (with many 
complexes 

including multiple buildings) that cater to low and moderate income 
communities. Three of the apartment complexes located in the 
neighborhood 

are specifically set aside as Section 8/Housing Opportunities 
Commission 

(HOC) housing. Specifically, Friendly Gardens located at 2423 
Lyttonsville 

Road, Barrington Apartments located at 1912-16 Rosemary Hill Drive, 
and 

Paddington Square Apartments located at 8800 Lanier Drive. Many 
residents 

live below the levels considered necessary for basic economic security. 


*Historic African American Community*: The Lyttonsville portion of the 
community is also notably as a historic community. An exhibit that is 
frequently presented at the neighborhood’s Gwendolyn E. Coffield 
Center 

includes historical documents regarding the Lyttonsville community. The 


community retains a copy of the original 1853 deed of the land to 
Samuel 

Lytton, a freed slave, who founded Lyttonsville. An article that your 
staff might find useful is> 
http://silverspringspeaks.blogspot.com/2011/03/lyttonsville-living-history- 
hidden-in.html(“Lyttonsville: 

Living History Hidden in Plain Sight”). The community history tells some 
of 


the struggles it has faced over the years. These struggles epitomize 

wh 

the field of Environmental Justice was formed - that low income minority 
communities too often fail to get public services but get a 
disproportionate share of public burdens. Simply put, Lyttonsville has 
historically had to fight for services from the Federal, State and Local 
governments while simultaneously fighting against being chosen to 
house 

public works that would hurt the Lyttonsville community. In point of fact, 
as recently as the 2011-2012, entities attempted to take the Parkland 
from 

the Community. In particular, there was an unsuccessful attempt to take 
Rosemary Hills/Lyttonsville Local Park from the community - with neither 
the knowledge nor consent of the community - as a result of secret 
meetings 

by Montgomery County School system. The Community defeated such 
an effort 

but it represented a classic example of why the Environmental Justice 
field 

exists — the needs and desires of the disadvantaged community were 
simply 

not seen by the decision makers until the decision became public. 

There 

were also several unsuccessful attempts to zone some of the parkland in 
the 

community as industrial in the 1970s. 


* 


* 


*Specific Impacts on Lyttonsville*. Unfortunately, history has a habit of 
repeating itself, and even today, in 2013, Lyttonsville appears to suffer 
more burdens and fewer benefits from the Purple Line than other 
communities. Most telling, the FEIS failed to even include the Rosemary 
Hills/Lyttonsville Local Park and the Community Center in its report 
despite being located across the street from the Purple Line and the 
planned maintenance facility. In addition, Lyttonsville was selected to 
house a maintenance facility, a questionable decision in light of the 
history of land being taken from the community to house public works. 
While 

some efforts were undertaken to mitigate the train maintenance facility, 
an 

underlying concern of the community remains unaddressed. In 
particular, 

the community is concerned that the yard precluded any eventual 
development 

of the frontage on Brookville Road east of Lyttonsville Place. The 
potential for redevelopment in this area will be a focus of the 
Lyttonsville Sector Plan — soon to recommence by the Planning board. 
In 

particular, there is concern that there will be significant impacts to 
Lyttonsville and Brookville Road and offsetting roads such as East-West 
Highway as a result of the activity surrounding the maintenance and 
storage 
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facility. The FEIS should provide more analysis on potential impacts to 
Lyttonsville as a result of the day to day operations of the maintenance 
facility. Further the FEIS should propose specific measurable and 
enforceable mitigation techniques in the FEIS and/or subsequent Record 
of 

Decision. 


* 


* 


“Negative Impacts on 700 small children at Rosemary Hills School.* 
The 

preferred alternative for the Purple Line will run within 69 feet of RHPS, 
a primary school consisting of approximately 700 children in grades 
Kindergarten to second. The FEIS fails to adequately analyze the direct, 
indirect and cumulative impacts of this project on RHPS and the 
surrounding 

neighborhood. Foremost, the EIS fails to adequately analyze the noise 
and 

vibration impacts on the school as well as the impacts from construction. 
While the EIS suggests that there may be future site specific 
assessments 

and appropriate mitigation measures this is inadequate under the 
National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The vague and equivocal offer to 
"coordinate with" Rosemary Hills Elementary School, "to minimize 
disruptions to the extent reasonably feasible" is inadequate. A 
comparison 

between the sporadic use of the existing freight line is not sufficient. The 
FEIS must consider the whole spectrum of impacts on the small children 
at 

the school. Essential to an adequate EIS are assessment of the social, 
economic, and environmental impacts of a proposed action or project 
and 

consideration of appropriate impact mitigation: avoidance, minimization 
and 

compensation. For the "credit" of mitigation to have any meaning it must 
be something that an agency identifies ina NEPA document and 
commits to 

implement to achieve an environmentally. Simply disclosing that 
mitigation 

is possible and will reduce impacts does not appreciably advance the 
analysis of the FEIS. Mitigation measures should be clearly described 
as 

part of the proposed action and implemented with the proposed action. 
Otherwise, the mitigation cannot be relied upon in determining which 
alternative is environmentally superior. The FEIS fails to adequately 
address the impacts to the children at Rosemary Hills Elementary 
School, 

many of who qualify for Free and Reduced School Meals (FARMS) 
and/or 

English as a second language (ESOL). Further the FEIS should 
propose 

specific measurable and enforceable mitigation techniques in the FEIS 
and/or subsequent Record of Decision. 


* 


* 


“Negative Impacts on Low Income Community at Barrington 
Apartments*. As 
with the school, the FEIS fails to adequately analyze the direct, indirect 


and cumulative impacts of this project on the low income community that 
resides at the Barrington Apartments. The FEIS notes that the 
Barrington 

Apartments will experience vibration levels that will exceed FTA Criteria 
Levels. The findings for the Barrington Apartments are attributable to the 
combination of operation of CSX freight trains and the Purple Line. The 
FEIS states that the MTA will perform site specific assessments of the 
identified areas and develop appropriate mitigation measures. Simply 
disclosing the possibility of negative impacts on the community and the 
possibility of mitigation is insufficient. Instead, mitigation measures 
should be clearly described as part of the proposed action. 


“Disparate Accommodations: Different Treatment of Similarly Impacted 
Communities*. Finally, | must note that there appears to be a 
disconnect 

in accommodations proffered in the design of the Purple Line. In sum, 
the 

wealthy communities of Bethesda and Chevy Chase have won 
numerous design 

concessions and mitigations that are not afforded to the less wealthy 
communities in Silver Spring. The particular concessions afforded the 
Columbia Country Club = in particular limitations of construction impacts, 
noise mitigation techniques, visual design mitigation techniques — should 
be provided for all impacted communities. Notably, the Country Club 
appears to have achieved what other communities have not obtained in 
the 

FEIS — aclear and binding record of the specific mitigation techniques 
that will be employed. Rigorous design and the best mitigation 
techniques 

should not be the right of only the well-connected wealthy communities, 
but 

also the right of all impacted communities, but in particular, those 
communities that have been historically excluded from decision making 
process and should obtain special consideration under Environmental 
Justice 

principles. 


In closing, | request that the FEIS be rejected as insufficient unless and 
until it is revised to adequately take into consideration the direct, 
indirect, and cumulative impacts that the Purple Line will have on (1) the 
700 children at Rosemary Hills School (kindergarten through Second 
grade, 

(2) the historic African American Lyttonsville Community, and (3) low 
income residential community living in the Barrington Apartments. Any 
such 

revision must include specific mitigation techniques instead of vague 
unenforceable statements regarding the goal of working with the 
community 

in the future. 


Respectfully submitted, 
Andrea Ines Kelly 


2204 Richland Place 
Silver Spring, Md 20910 
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Noreen 
Paul 
Ncpaul8800@hotmail.com 


| think the "Purple Line" is a ridiculous sell out to real estate developers, 
who cannot wait to "find" more land to develop inside the Beltway. 
Remember almost 60 years ago the government tried to build a highway 
on the C&O Canal. What an irreplaceable loss that would have been, | 
would put the loss of the Crescent Trail to the building of he "Purple 
Line" in the same category. Why don't you propose a high speed bus 
lanes, like up and coming countries are doing? That would provide 
transportation, not the boon doggle for real estate developers. If you put 
it to a vote of Montgomery County voters it would never pass, because 
to the average tax payer there is no benefit except noise and traffic and 
the spending of more tax dollars on a ridiculous project. Can you not be 
better stewards of tax dollars, parks and recreation areas or do our 
representatives represent the interests of real estate developers. Wake 
up! Are you are hell bent on destroying one of our county's vital 
recreation areas that make our county a great place to live? 


Thank you, 
Noreen Paul 
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First Name : Zorayda 

Last Name : Moreira 
Business/Agency/Associati CASA de Maryland 

on Name : 

Email Address : zmoreira@casamd.org 


Submission Content/Notes : *Zorayda Moreira-Smith* 
E14 Manager of Housing, Community and Economic Development 
CASA de Maryland, Inc. 
8151 15th Avenue 
Langley Park, MD 20783 
Phone: 240-491-5761 
Fax: 301-408-4123 


““Tell me and | forget, teach me and | may remember, involve me and | 


learn*.” 
- Benjamin Franklin 


Attachments : Petitions (2).pdf (14 mb) 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #688 DETAIL 








First Name: Brian 
Last Name : Burns 
Email Address : zin4@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : DON"T DESTROY THE PARK - The FEIS is flawed. For more than 20 
years the Capital Crescent Trail has been enjoyed as a Park. The FEIS 
doesn't acknowledge the trail as an irreplaceable 20 acre natural 
: resource. Shouldn't the Final Environmental Impact Statement recognize 
how invaluable parks are in people's lives? 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #688 DETAIL 








First Name: Brian 
Last Name : Burns 
Email Address : zin4@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : DON"T DESTROY THE PARK - The FEIS is flawed. For more than 20 
years the Capital Crescent Trail has been enjoyed as a Park. The FEIS 
C3 doesn't acknowledge the trail as an irreplaceable 20 acre natural 
resource. Shouldn't the Final Environmental Impact Statement recognize 
how invaluable parks are in people's lives? 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #689 DETAIL 








First Name : Richard 
Last Name : Albores 


Business/Agency/Associati North Woodside-Montgomery Hills Citizens Association 
on Name : 


Email Address : ricky.albores@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 


*North Woodside-Montgomery Hills* 
*Citizens Association (NWMHCA)* 
*P.O. Box** 8022* 

*Silver Spring**, Maryland 20910* 


October 21, 2013 


Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


Re: Purple Line Comments- Final Environmental Impact Statement 


Dear Federal Transit Administration and Maryland Transit 
Administration: 


On behalf of the North Woodside-Montgomery Hills Citizens Association 
(NWMHCA), | respectfully submit these comments to the Maryland 
Purple Line 

Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). 


NWMHCA is a vibrant community, established in 1890 and home to 
more than 

350 families at all life stages. We are bordered by Seminary Road to our 
north, Georgia Avenue to our east, Sixteenth Street extended to our 
south 

and the CSX tracks to our west. Within our boundaries, we also host 
Woodlin 

Elementary School, the Yeshiva of Greater Washington, Rinaldi Funeral 
Services and Genesis Healthcare Woodside Center. 


We work hard to preserve our hometown charm amidst a blustering and 
confusing transportation system of roads that bisect and burden us with 
non-local motor vehicle and bus traffic; dangerous and busy pedestrian 
crossings along our borders; and the noisy and unattractive railway 
right-of-way operated by CSX. We have enjoyed the rebirth of the Silver 
Spring CBD, the completion of the Walter Reed Army Institute of 
Research, 

and the recent redevelopment of the National Park Seminary Property - 
at 

all times raising our voices to seek protection from the adverse traffic 
implications that these modifications have imposed on our residential 
community. 


In General, NWMHCA continues to support the Purple Line project as an 
East-West light rail public transit option with a multi-use path (MUP) 
connecting the East and West segments of the Capital Crescent Trail. 
This 

is consistent with the NWMHCA 2008 resolution that called for 
minimizing 

adverse impacts to the NWMHCA community in the implementation of 
the Purple 

Line project. 


With that resolution in mind, NWMHCA would like to express significant 


concerns with the FEIS as it relates to the proposed reconstruction of 
the 

Talbot Avenue Bridge. As currently proposed, the Talbot Avenue bridge 
would 

be reconstructed as a 40-foot wide bridge with two-way vehicle traffic 
and 

one lane of MUP. NWMHCA opposes this proposal. The proposal would 
increase 

motor vehicle cut-through traffic in the residential neighborhood and 
adversely affect the safety and quiet enjoyment of NWMHCA residents, 
especially those on Hanover Street and Grace Church Road which lead 
to and 

from the bridge. NWMHCA does not believe MTA has adequate and 
current 

traffic volume data for the bridge as currently configured and has not 
adequately analyzed the traffic burdens on the bridge. The FEIS also 
does 

not adequately analyze and discuss the traffic volumes or adverse 
impacts 

anticipated to occur when a reconstructed bridge allows two-way traffic 
and 

MUP usage. 


Of the NWMHCA residents surveyed (55 homes, or approximately 15 
percent), 

the majority have expressed a preference for building a new bridge that 
would maintain one lane of vehicular traffic (similar to the current 
operation of the bridge) and a one lane MUP. If MTA reconstructs the 
bridge as proposed, NWMHCA requests that: 


A) MTA conduct traffic studies to document current vehicular traffic 
volumes and adopt appropriate measures to minimize cut-through 
vehicular 

traffic; 

B) MTA include a ban of commercial truck and bus usage of the bridge; 
and 

C) MTA study and adopt all appropriate vehicular traffic mitigation 
measures to minimize cut-through vehicular traffic and promote safety 
(examples include speed cameras, traffic lights at the bridge, and 
volume-access restrictions). 

Additionally, NWMHCA requests a noise abatement study be conducted 
for the 

portion of the Purple Line tracks that will abut our neighborhood along 
Luzerne Avenue, and implement any sound barriers necessary to 
address 

excessive noise from the construction and operation of the Purple Line. 


Thank you for the opportunity. If you have any questions or concerns, 
please contact me at ricky.albores@gmail.com, or on 202-258-0429. 


Sincerely, 

/signed/ 

Ricky Albores, Member NWMHCA 
Purple Line Talbot Bridge Subcommittee 
cc: Governor O'Malley 


Lt. Governor Brown 


County Executive lke Leggett 
Montgomery County Council 
Congresswoman Donna Edwards 


Congressman Chris Van Hollen 
Secretary James Smith 


Bcc: NWMHCA list-serve 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #690 DETAIL 





First Name: 
Last Name: 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Zorayda 
Moreira 
CASA de Maryland 


zmoreira@casamd.org 
*Zorayda Moreira-Smith* 


Manager of Housing, Community and Economic Development 
CASA de Maryland, Inc. 

8151 15th Avenue 

Langley Park, MD 20783 

Phone: 240-491-5761 

Fax: 301-408-4123 


““Tell me and | forget, teach me and | may remember, involve me and | 


learn*. 
- Benjamin Franklin 


This message is intended for the use of the individual or entity to which 
it is addressed and may contain attorney/client information that is 
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. 
If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the 
employee 

or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended 
recipient, 

you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of 
this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email or 


by 

telephone (301. 431. 4185) and immediately delete this message and all 
its 

attachments. 


Petitions (1).pdf (11 mb) 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #691 DETAIL 





First Name : Alan 
Last Name : Parker 
Email Address : alanjamiie1@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Good afternoon, 


| grew up in Montgomery County, having moved there in 1971 at age of 

‘ six. So much of it is already unrecognizable. | understand more people, 
more cars, more income. But at some point, to what end? To turn 
Bethesda into one more Tyson's Corner? Why? Please save the trail. It's 
value cannot be measured in dollars, but | assure you it has that value. | 
have spent many a lovely time on that trail. There are many policy 
issues that can be reversed, but not this. Please save the trail. Do 
developer dollars absolutely have to win, everything? Rockville Center 
4 looks like Reston Center which looks like Laurel and Columbia. Boo! 
Your grandchildren- and all of ours- will want to know why the trail was 
ruined (if it is to be). | can see justifying it in the name of projected 
revenue. Does it ever stop? 


rH 3G 
z eo 


Thank you, 


Alan Jamie Parker 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #693 DETAIL 





First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Zorayda 
Moreira 
CASA de Maryland 


zmoreira@casamd.org 
Thank you. 


*Zorayda Moreira-Smith* 

Manager of Housing, Community and Economic Development 
CASA de Maryland, Inc. 

8151 15th Avenue 

Langley Park, MD 20783 

Phone: 240-491-5761 

Fax: 301-408-4123 


““Tell me and | forget, teach me and | may remember, involve me and | 
learn*.” 
- Benjamin Franklin 


This message is intended for the use of the individual or entity to which 
it is addressed and may contain attorney/client information that is 
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. 
If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the 
employee 

or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended 
recipient, 

you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of 
this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email or 


by 

telephone (301. 431. 4185) and immediately delete this message and all 
its 

attachments. 

Community's Purple Line FEIS comments 10.21.2013.pdf (321 kb) 





October 21, 2013 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 
FEIS@purplelinemd.com 


cc: Governor Martin O’Malley 
Lt. Governor Anthony Brown 
County Executive Ike Leggett 
County Executive Rushern Baker 
Congressman Donna Edwards 
Congressman Chris Van Hollen 
Secretary Dominick Murray 
Secretary James Smith 
Secretary Leonard Howie III 
Secretary Raymond Skinner 


Re: Purple Line Comments- Final Environmental Impact Statement 
Dear To Whom It May Concern: 


We, the undersigned, respectfully submit these comments to the Maryland Purple Line 
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). In general, we support the Purple Line. We 
strongly believe that the Purple Line development, if managed successfully, presents 
opportunities beyond ridership, including economic empowerment through jobs and small 
business growth, a healthy and attractive environment, an increase in affordable housing, 
and strengthening the fabric of our communities. Mismanaged, we are concerned that the 
Purple Line development will threaten our unique International Corridor community 
through upward pressure on housing and small business rents. And we will lose a once-in- 
a-lifetime opportunity to utilize infrastructure development to permanently improve skills 
and income for low-wage workers. We strongly recommend and urge the Maryland Transit 
Administration (MTA), and all stakeholders to create a Purple Line Compact that will 
include mitigation strategies to offset the adverse impacts of the Purple Line development. 


Impact on Existing Small Businesses 

The FEIS recognizes small business concerns regarding the loss of business during 
construction! and rent increases but fails to provide a substantive description of how those 
impacts will be mitigated. Instead, the FEIS argues that post-construction, the Purple Line 


* The FEIS recognizes that “small businesses in particular would have difficulty [during construction] withstanding 
the resultingloss of commerce,” (FEIS at 4-164). 


increase economic activity without explanation of how our vibrant community of minority- 
owned small businesses will survive the 5-year construction period. The FEIS mentions a 
Business Impact Minimization Plan (Plan) but does not provide details. We support MTA’s 
intent to develop this Plan and we strongly encourage them to involve the community and 
incorporate the Plan into the Purple Line Compact. 


Affordable Housing 

The FEIS acknowledges the potential impact of the Purple Line on increased property 
value, changes in the availability and affordability of housing stock, and changes in 
neighborhood character. 2 The FEIS argues that the MTA has worked to address these 
indirect effects through meetings with community members, community organizations, 
local elected officials, and agencies. These activities should continue and be strengthened. 
However, talking about the problem is nota plan for mitigation. Our organizations have 
concrete proposals to alleviate some of these concerns and believe that their adoption 
should be discussed through a Purple Line Compact and specific commitments toward 
mitigation made. 


Pathways from Poverty Through Employment 

The FEIS does not address the large need for job opportunities for residents of low income 
census tracks surrounding the alignment. There are ten zip codes within the project impact 
zone that contain census tracts with median incomes under $40,000. All but one of these 
zip codes have an unemployment rate that is higher than the statewide average of 7.3%. 
Moreover, each of these low-income zip codes contains multiple census tracts with above 
average unemployment, and at least one census tract with high unemployment of at least 
150% of the statewide average. By implementing a well-crafted training and employment 
strategy for the upcoming Purple Line, Maryland can build viable career pathways for 
underemployed local workers, maximizing the impact of its transit investment by linking it 
to human capital development. The FEIS makes no mention of this issue other than to 
assume with no factual analysis that the jobs will simply go to local communities. Again, we 
hope that specific inter-agency commitments on training and jobs will be included ina 
Purple Line Compact process. 


Conclusion 
Our organizations have met with and organized with directly impacted residents and small 


businesses in the International Corridor for years. Our priorities around small business 
preservation, anti-displacement housing policies and investment, and job development are 
well-known and have been expressed across dozens of MTA-hosted and county-hosted 
meetings. We were very disappointed to see such scant reflection of these concerns in the 
FEIS and hope that these concerns will be seriously considered and addressed by the 
Federal Transit Administration and the Maryland Transit Administration. 


> FEIS at 4-166. 


If you have any questions, please contact Zorayda Moreira-Smith at zmoreira@casamd.org. 
Thank you. 


Sincerely, 


Bedford Station, Victoria Station, and Newbury Square Apartments Tenants Coalition 
(Alicia Silva and Lidia Rivas, Tenant Leaders) 


CASA de Maryland, Inc. (Gustavo Torres, Executive Director) 

CHEER (Bruce Baker, Director) 

Coalition for Smarter Growth (Cheryl Cort, Policy Director) 

Iglesia Evangélica Mahanaim (Pastor Rosalio Garcia) 

Iglesia Luterana La Sagrada Familia (Pastora Rosario Hernandez) 

International Academy of Football Club (Raul Sosa, President) 

Job Opportunities Task Force (Jason Perkins-Cole, Executive Director) 

Langley Park Small Business Owner’s Association (Jorge Sactic, President) 

Latin American Youth Center/Maryland Youth Center (Luisa Montero, Director) 
Long Branch Small Business Association (Carlos Perozo, President) 

Long Branch Residents Council (Alvaro Cabrera and Flor Velasquez, Tenant Leaders) 
Lyttonsville Community Civic Association (Charlotte Coffield, President) 
Montgomery Housing Partnership (Robert Goldman, President) 

Safe Silver Spring (Tony Hausner, Chair) 


Shared Progress Collaborative (Paul Grenier, Community Economic Development 
Specialist) 


Soccer League of Langley Park (Tobias Lopez, President) 

St. Matthew’s Episcopal Church (Father Vidal Rivas) 

St. Miguel’s Episcopal Church (Father Vidal Rival) 
Templeton Knolls Civic Association (Alice Bishop, President) 


Turner Memorial AME Church (Pastor William H. Lamar IV) 


University Landing Apartments Tenants Association (Laura Pinto, Tenant Leader) 


Individuals: Ann M. Collins, LSCW-C; Jean Cavanaugh; Justin W. Chappell; Terrill North; 
Tony Hausner; and Valerie Barr 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #694 DETAIL 





First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Zorayda 
Moreira 
CASA de Maryland 


zmoreira@casamd.org 
Attached are CASA's comments to the FEIS. 


Thank you, 
Zorayda 


*Zorayda Moreira-Smith* 

Manager of Housing, Community and Economic Development 
CASA de Maryland, Inc. 

8151 15th Avenue 

Langley Park, MD 20783 

Phone: 240-491-5761 

Fax: 301-408-4123 


““Tell me and | forget, teach me and | may remember, involve me and | 
learn*.” 
- Benjamin Franklin 


This message is intended for the use of the individual or entity to which 
it is addressed and may contain attorney/client information that is 
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. 
If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or the 
employee 

or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended 
recipient, 

you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of 
this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify us immediately by reply email or 


by 

telephone (301. 431. 4185) and immediately delete this message and all 
its 

attachments. 

CASA de Maryland's Purple Line FEIS Comments (signed) 
10.21.2013.pdf (3 mb) 

CASA de Maryland's Purple Line FEIS Comments 10.21.2013.pdf (274 
kb) 





CASA 


DE MARYLAND, 
October 21, 2013 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 
FEIS@purplelinemd.com 


es: Governor Martin O’Malley 
Lt. Governor Anthony Brown 
County Executive Ike Leggett 
County Executive Rushern Baker 
Congressman Donna Edwards 
Congressman Chris Van Hollen 
Secretary Dominick Murray 
Secretary John Smith 
Secretary Leonard Howie III 
Secretary Raymond Skinner 


Re: Purple Line Comments- Final Environmental Impact Statement 
To Whom It May Concern: 


CASA de Maryland, Inc. (“CASA”) respectfully submits these comments on the Maryland 
Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement (““FEIS”). 


CASA is Maryland’s largest non-profit organization serving the immigrant community. We 
provide legal, social services, adult education, job training and placement assistance, and 
leadership development to our 43,000 members; day laborers, low income tenants, and domestic 
workers, among others. CASA is committed to the International Corridor. The International 
Corridor is home to an environmental justice community’, minority and low-income 
populations’. Its’ residents represent over 150 countries and a vast array of minority-owned small 
businesses that compliment this diversity. CASA has seven centers, four of which are located on 
the proposed Purple Line corridor. Our headquarters sits just a block off the section of 


1 Environmental justice communities are commonly identified as those where residents are predominantly 
minorities or low-income; where residents have been excluded from the environmental policy setting or 
decision-making process; where they are subject to a disproportionate impact from one or more 
environmental hazards; and where residents experience disparate implementation of environmental 
regulations, requirements, practices and activities in their communities. 


? The International Corridor meets MTA’s definition of minority and low-income populations because over 50 
percent of the population is minority and more than 16 percent households are below poverty level. 


1 


CASA DE MARYLAND MULTICULTURAL CENTER 
3151 ISTH AVENUE, HYATTSVILLE. MD 20783 


TEL: 301.431.4185 Fax: 301.270.8659 WWW.CASADEMARYLAND.ORG 





CASA 


DE MARYLAND. 


University Boulevard lying between the proposed Riggs Road and New Hampshire Avenue 
stops. 


CASA supports the Purple Line because we strongly believe that the Purple Line has the 
potential to create opportunities for success beyond ridership. These opportunities include 
economic empowerment through the creation of jobs and strengthened small businesses, a 
healthy and attractive environment, and an increase in affordable housing. Mismanaged, we are 
concerned that the Purple Line development will threaten our unique International Corridor 
community through upward pressure on housing and small business rents. Without affordable 
housing and manageable commercial rents, the very individuals the Purple Line is meant to 
service will be forced from the area and denied the benefits of the transit investment. 


These concerns have been voiced numerous times across years at Maryland Transit 
Administration (“MTA”) meetings, planning board meetings and hearings, county council 
meetings and hearings, and more. To date, these concerns have not been addressed and the FEIS 
brings us no closer. The Purple Line has a greater chance of success if it is designed and built in 
partnership with the communities, especially the most vulnerable, which lie along its right of 
way. We propose that government stakeholders work in partnership with impacted communities 
along the Purple Line to ensure that its construction builds families rather than displace them. 
We strongly urge MTA create a Purple Line Compact that will detail the solutions to the 
concerns that have been expressed. In Baltimore, the City, MDOT, MTA, and over 100 
signatories came together to lift up a set of commitments to ensure that Red Line construction 
would garner critical benefits for its adjacent communities and avert the challenges that its 
construction may cause. We propose mirroring that success for Purple Line communities. 


There are five critical manners in which the FEIS fails to adequately analyze and propose 
solutions for the challenges of Purple Line construction, particularly for minority and low- 
income communities. 


1. The FEIS Fails to Discuss the Indirect Impacts on Low Income and Minority 
Renters in the Purple Line Corridor 


CASA is concerned that the long-term, low income and minority populations that reside in the 
International Corridor will be forced from the area. The FEIS acknowledges that “potential 
indirect effects to environmental justice populations include increased business expenses (e.g., 
rents) from increased property values.” (FEIS at 7-14). The “benefit” of higher property values 
will not accrue to them, but rather work as a detriment to their ability to sustain their homes and 
places of business. As a result, the negative impact of Purple Line-spurred land use and 
development will be felt most acutely by the low income and minority populations who have 
made the International Corridor the culturally diverse place that it is today. The benefits 
associated with the Purple Line should not be reserved only for the wealthy who can afford to 
remain in an area when rents rise, but to all of those that make up the neighboring community 
that the Purple Line is meant to benefit. As the project is currently planned, there is inadequate 
mitigation in place in order to protect these families, individuals and small businesses from such 
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displacement that would prevent them from benefitting from the Purple Line. As such, the FEIS 
fails to take into account these negative effects in its cost-benefit analysis of the project. 


CASA recognizes that the Purple Line will provide improved access to employment, educational, 
recreational, shopping and cultural opportunities. We support these benefits, each of which is 
important to the transit-dependent populations we represent. However, we strongly disagree 
with the FEIS’ conclusion that these benefits “would accrue to a higher degree to minority and 
low-income populations due to their higher reliance on transit.” (FEIS at 4-156). If minority and 
low income individuals are driven from the area due to increased property taxes and raised rents 
(and studies indicate increased property values in close proximity to transit stations), these 
benefits would not accrue to minority and low income populations at all, let alone to a higher 
degree. Basic protections against the harmful consequences that a project of this magnitude has 
on the low income population and the community cohesion must be ensured and have been 
ignored in the FEIS. 


2. The Purple Line will Disparately Impact Low-Income and Minority Communities 
in the Purple Line Corridor 


The FEIS wrongly assumes that although “sixty-nine percent of the block groups in the corridor 
are in environmental justice areas,” this does not raise an environmental justice concern because 
“the adverse effects of the project are distributed propositionally between environmental justice 
and non-environmental justice areas.” (FEIS at 4-168). This analysis is flawed in at least two 
ways. First, it fails to address whether the project could have been redesigned to travel through 
an area with a smaller low-income community. Considering only whether low-income and other 
communities within an artificially-selected site plan are affected in the same manner allows the 
FEIS to ignore an important aspect of the problem—namely, whether an alternative project 
location would have had a proportionally smaller impact on low-income and minority 
communities. Second, the FEIS ignores that the same impacts can affect low-income and high- 
income communities differently. Naturally, a rise in real estate value could be expected to harm 
a low-income community consisting primarily of renters while simultaneously benefitting a 
high-income community that consists primarily of home owners. Yet the FEIS simply states that 
the impacts of the project will be felt evenly across the project area, and fails to consider how 
those impacts might affect differently-situated communities. 


We support infrastructure investment in underserved communities when the investment is 
planned properly, however, we will not support when the infrastructure investment is intended to 
economically and racially alter the neighborhood in which it lays. Price-driven displacement 
acknowledged as a possibility in the FEIS would be negligible if the Purple Line were planned 
for a wealthier area where the residents would be able to absorb such price increases. And in the 
proposed alignment, low-income and minority residents will be more disparately impacted in 
comparison to neighbors that are not low income. The disparate impact the low-income and 
minority community will suffer must be mitigated. The FEIS provides no mitigation strategies. 
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3. The FEIS Fails to Adequately Discuss the Direct Construction Impacts on Low 
Income and Minority Neighborhoods 


The FEIS fails to provide a substantive analysis of the adverse impact that construction will have 
on small businesses located on the Purple Line corridor despite conceding that construction of 
the Purple Line will impact neighborhood quality along the corridor for a period up to five years. 
Construction will have negative impacts on some businesses, including loss of parking, difficulty 
accessing businesses, and disruption to deliveries. As the FEIS acknowledges, “[s]mall 
businesses in particular would have difficulty withstanding the resulting loss of commerce.” 
(FEIS at 4-164). 


Despite acknowledging adverse impact, the FEIS lacks a complete analysis of that impact and 
how it will be mitigated. First, according to the FEIS, the adverse impact of the construction 
will be offset, at least in part, by the increased economic activity that the completed Purple Line 
will bring to the area — a new customer base and a larger overall customer market. However, that 
assumes that small businesses will still be around after five years of construction chaos to 
experience the offsetting benefits. Second, the FEIS fails to appropriately recognize and fully 
analyze the diminution of business revenue that will result during the construction of the Purple 
OLine or the ability of small and minority business owners to withstand the impact to their 
businesses. Further consideration and additional mitigation of the construction impacts to small 
and minority owned business is necessary”. 


Despite problems with its analysis, CASA supports the MTA’s intent to develop a Business 
Impact Minimization Plan (“Plan”). We strongly urge MTA to develop the Business Impact 
Minimization Plan in partnership with the community to ensure it is effective. We also 
encourage MTA to include the Business Impact Minimization Plan within the Purple Line 
Compact. The FEIS lists practices that could be included in the Plan. This language is not strong 
enough and does not commit to creating a plan with these practices. We believe that the 
following practices not only could be included, but must be included in order to help small and 
minority owned businesses survive the Purple Line construction: 


e Maintaining Spanish-speaking outreach staff and a 24/7 construction hotline (in 
English and Spanish); 


3 By way of example, the Central Corridor Light Rail Project between Minneapolis and Saint Paul, Minnesota 
involved the implementation of a wide range of mitigation measures to reduce the impact of construction on 
small businesses. Mitigation measures included: a construction access plan and contractor incentive 
program, special signage during construction, parking assistance programs, and business assistance 
programs. The business assistance program included a business support fund which provided no-interest 
forgivable loans in amounts up to $20,000 to for-profit retail-oriented small businesses in the corridor that 
had experienced a decline in revenue due to the construction of the light rail. The loans could be used for 
basic business expenses, including payroll, inventory, rent, mortgage payments, utilities, taxes, marketing, 
and insurance. Similar mitigation measures are needed here. 
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e Ensuring access to businesses during construction for customers and deliveries; 

e Posting sufficient, and sufficiently clear, directional signage, translated where 
appropriate; 

e Developing “Open for Business” marketing and advertising tools for use during 
construction, translated where appropriate; 

e Developing marketing and advertising tools for use after construction 

e Promoting local businesses through a “Buy-Local” Campaign during and after 
construction; 

e Fostering communication between the project outreach team and local businesses 
and local support and advocacy groups; 

e Providing no-interest forgivable loans be provided; and 
Providing technical assistance to local small business owners. 


Moving forward, development of the Business Impact Mitigation Plan should directly involve 
small and minority owned businesses and local groups. In this regard, CASA urges continued 
outreach to and engagement of Spanish-speaking business owners. Finally, MTA should 
continue to identify support services and resources available for small businesses and inform 
small businesses and local community groups of their availability. 


4. Factual Inaccuracies in the FEIS 


Because we are so concerned about displacement of minority-owned small businesses and low- 
income and minority communities, it is critical to note the many ways in which the FEIS has 
stated factual inaccuracies to obviate these specific direct and indirect impacts. 


e MTA has not discussed any concerns regarding the preservation of affordable and low- 
income housing with Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties. (FEIS at 4-166). 
Instead, MTA has resisted acknowledging affordable housing as an issue that they should 
be addressing. 

e MTA has not worked with the counties and advocacy groups to support the engagement 
of local elected officials regarding affordable housing and increased commercial rents 
resulting from increased property values as the project moves forward. (FEIS at 4-167). 
While MTA has attended meetings held by other parties including county officials and 
our organization, it has never meaningfully contributed to the conversation. 

e The interim developments identified in the Sector Plan as candidates for redevelopment 
are in fact predicated upon construction of the Purple Line. (FEIS at 7-13). The Long 
Branch Sector Plan was initiated because of the Purple Line. The Sector Plan is centered 
on the Purple Line, “The Long Branch Sector Plan envisions a mixed-use, pedestrian- 
friendly, multi-cultural community that is served by the Proposed Purple Line. The Long 
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Branch Sector Plan is one in a series of land use plans for Purple Line station in 
Montgomery County.” (Long Branch Sector Plan, pg. 5)* 

e The Montgomery County Council stopped the up-zoning of the residential areas during 
phase two because it recognized the impact on housing. (FEIS at 7-13). 

e The Purple Line will be the primary driver for the social and economic change in Langley 
Park and Long Branch. (FEIS at 7-17). 

e MTA has not supported the engagement of local elected officials regarding land use 
changes such as gentrification, nor has it worked with advocacy groups to engage local 
officials around these issues. (FEIS at 7-17). Instead, MTA has resisted acknowledging 
gentrification as a legitimate concern. 

e MTA has not engaged small businesses in the Purple Line corridor in identifying 
opportunities and resources for technical assistance to businesses” (FEIS 7-18). MTA 
has merely handed out flyers regarding meetings, but has not made a good-faith attempt 
to engage the small businesses. The MTA has meaningfully engaged the property 
owners, not their commercial tenants. 

e MTA is not “working with the counties, as well as residents and business leaders, in 
planning a future vision for communities in the Purple Line corridor and in developing 
strategies to build diverse and prosperous neighborhoods.” (FEIS 7-23). Indeed, MTA 
has to date refused our requests to join with the Counties in a meeting to lay out 
mitigation plans. 


5. The FEIS Fails to Adequately Discuss Alternatives 


Finally, the FEIS contains a legally-inadequate discussion of alternatives. The FEIS itself 
recognizes that there are a number of reasonable alternatives to the selected course of action, but 
explains that CEQ guidance does not require the state to present a large number of reasonable but 
redundant alternatives. The FEIS, however, does not include an analysis of any reasonable 
alternatives; it compares the selected alternative only to a “no action.” The “no action” 
alternative is not reasonable, because it plainly does not achieve the project’s purpose and need. 
The result is that the FEIS, while quite lengthy, contains no comparison at all between the 
selected alternative and any alternative that could address the project’s purpose, despite the 
FEIS’ own disclosure that such alternatives exist. CEQ guidance permitting the state to 
eliminate redundant alternatives in the scoping and draft stages cannot be relied on to justify 
comparing the selected alternative to no reasonable alternative. 


In conclusion, MTA must increase its efforts to work with the affected county governments 
along the Purple Line corridor and with advocacy groups to promote the engagement of local 


4 
http://www.montgomeryplanning.org/community/longbranch/documents/LB_PH_draft_20121228_web.pdf 
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elected officials in developing policies to mitigate land use changes such as gentrification. 
Affordable housing and rents are crucial to maintaining the character of the corridor and 
allowing the benefits of the Purple Line to inure to the entire community—including the low 
income and immigrant populations who currently live there. 


CASA supports the Purple Line but we also have deep concerns. To address these concerns, we 
strongly urge you to create a Purple Line Compact. If you have questions, contact Zorayda 
Moreira-Smith at zmoreira@casamd.org or 240-491-5761. 





Zorayda Moreira-Smith 
Manager of Housing, Community, and Economic Development 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #695 DETAIL 








First Name : Frank 
Last Name : Slazer 
Email Address : digaslaze@mac.com 


Submission Content/Notes : As a bicycle commuter, | highly value the natural environment provided 
by the trail - an environment that will be destroyed by the sound of 
moving trains and the concrete, catenary lines and fencing required to 
construct the Purple Line. Bicycle commuting is becoming ever more 
popular and someday, as in many European countries, it may prove a 
popular option for a significant portion of our population. By building the 
Purple Line we will be destroying a vibrant, green transit system that 
3 also serves a wide range of users - dog walkers, children going to 
school, or people who are just out for a walk in a park like setting. Parks 
are important too - scrap this ill thought out plan, finish the Capital 
Crescent trail and encourage even more people to use the greenest and 
healthiest transit system of all - bicycles! 


( uw 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #696 DETAIL 








First Name : Paul 
Last Name : Basken 
Email Address : paul@basken.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear MTA: 


| am writing to express my full support for the Purple Line project and 
any necessary accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent 
Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring and beyond. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring and beyond. This should be done regardless the details of 
the alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
critical. 

Please see the article copied below, from The Boston Globe, making 
clear the type of infrastructure we could aspire to emulate, to give people 
safe and healthy and environmentally wise alternatives to a future 
dominated by single-passenger car traffic. 


Thank you, 
Paul Basken (202-210-3071) 


The Boston Globe 
September 22, 2013 Sunday 


A cyclist's mecca, with lessons for our town; 


By innovating ways for cars and bikes to share the road, the Dutch have 
set the safety standard. 


BYLINE: By Martine Powers, Globe Staff 
SECTION: NEWS; Metro; Pg. A,1,22 


HOUTEN, the Netherlands -- The intersection at De Koppeling Street is 
the kind of sight that might render a Bostonian speechless. 


It's a double-decker roundabout. 


The top level functions like a normal rotary, cars entering and leaving 
from four directions. That bit of controlled chaos New Englanders know 


well. 


But on a level just below the cars, there's another rotary, this one is just 
for bikes. As cars flow through the circle overhead, a steady stream of 
businessmen and moms and 12-year-olds wend their way through the 
intersection on their bicycles, safe, separated from cars, and 
undisturbed. 


It was enough to draw stares from four visiting Northeastern University 
civil engineering students who gawked from a grassy shoulder, taking 
photos on their iPads of this gleaming vision from a bicyclist's Oz. 


"This," howled Andrew Brunn, a burly 22-year-old engineering student 
grinning like a kid at Disneyland, "is totally crazy!" 


To the average American, that's exactly how Dutch bicycle traffic seems. 

This is a place with more bikes than people, where about 26 percent of 

commuting trips are taken by bicycle, where toddlers and 85-year-olds 

ride happily in traffic, and where the likelinood of getting killed on a bike 

. among the lowest in the world, about five times less than the United 
tates. 


Almost every major street features separated bike lanes, bike-specific 
traffic lights, bike highways, and yield signs that, together, deliver one 
message: The bicycle is king. 


It's the kind of European fantasy that sure as heck would never work in 
Boston. 


Except, it might. 


As local transportation officials and engineers work to improve safety for 
Boston's cyclists, they're starting to realize that the things we think make 
Boston bad for bikes -- cramped streets, crowded roadways, a 
desperate need for parking spots that leaves little room for bike lanes -- 
are exactly the factors that made the Dutch bicycle revolution possible 
half a century ago. 


In fact, politicians, government leaders, and urban planners in Boston 
are increasingly looking to the Netherlands to figure out how to improve 
bike safety, and with it, bike usage, at home. 


Largely, American planners inspired by the Dutch experience have taken 
an "if you build it, they will come" approach: If American cities invest the 
money to redesign their roads, transportation experts say, children, 
senior citizens, and men and women in suits will try out cycling. 


But the Dutch have another lesson to share: Better bicycle infrastructure 
isn't enough. You need better cyclists, too, and more bike-aware 
motorists. Universal in-school bicycle education guarantees that every 
Dutch child can comfortably ride in traffic. By the time they get their 
drivers' license, they've used bicycles as their primary form of 
transportation for years -- and that habit continues into adulthood. 


Rob van der Bijl, an urban planner in Amsterdam, said it's a common 
assumption: "Well, there are a lot of amenities, infrastructure, et cetera 
for bicycles -- so, hence, bicycles are successful," he said. But he 
argues that in reality, the opposite is true: "The existence of all these 
facilities and infrastructure are the result of the success, not the cause of 
the success." 


In short, the answer to replicating the Dutch bicyling success in America 
might be a lot more complicated than building better bike lanes. 


"In one word," van der Bijl said, "| would say it's a matter of culture." 


o0O 


Living in bicycling nirvana leads many people -- especially the young 
Dutch who have known nothing else -- to believe it has been always 
been this way. 


Far from it. In 1967, Amsterdam's chief inspector of traffic police had this 
to say about the state of cycling safety in his country : "Cycling," he 
declared to a national newspaper, "is tantamount to attempting suicide." 


For decades, here as everywhere, the car reigned. It was only after 
years of political protest about pedestrian and cyclist deaths, and a 
climax of concerns about oil dependency, that the Dutch changed their 
ways. 


Bike-riding had long been a mainstay of Dutch society, but attitudes 
shifted as the economic rebound that followed the conclusion of World 
War II brought on new cultural cravings. Wealth and babies boomed. As 
Dutch families moved to the suburbs, cars became less a luxury and 
more a middle-class necessity. 


Highways were built, sidewalks narrowed, and room for bicycles was 
eliminated. Politicians suggested filling in the city's famed canals to 
make room for more parking spots. 


And as driving increased, so did collisions with pedestrians and bike 
riders. 


In 1950, just over 1,000 Dutch cyclists and pedestrians were killed in 
traffic accidents. By 1973, that number was about 3,250 -- many of them 
children. Parents, especially, were fed up. 


"STOP THE CHILD MURDER," read signs held up by protesters who 
poured into the streets. On one of Amsterdam's most congested 
thoroughfares, hundreds laid down in the street next to their bicycles. 


Then, in response to the 1973 oil crisis in the Middle East, Amsterdam 
mandated car-free Sundays to curb oil consumption -- and to their 
surprise, people liked it. 


It was so popular, many towns closed their city centers to car traffic 
permanently. Soon, car lanes were narrowed to introduce separated 
lanes for bicycles. 


And just like that, the bicycle was back in business. 


"All | saw was bikes, bikes, bikes everywhere,” said Peter Furth, a civil 
engineering professor at Northeastern University, recalling a visit to 
Amsterdam in the early 1990s. "That's when | said, 'Wow, I've got to find 
a way to live here.'" 


Or somehow take what he was seeing home. 


Furth, 57 -- balding, bearded, and bespectacled -- is the kind of civil 
engineering wonk who makes exclamations like "this intersection will 
make you drool." 


Since that first trip to Amsterdam, he's been studying Dutch bicycle 
infrastructure, dividing his time between Boston and the Netherlands, 
and figuring out what elements of street design have led residents to ride 


in droves. 


Now, he brings a Northeastern civil engineering class here each year 
with the goal of bringing those answers back to Boston. 


"Many people cannot see themselves benefiting from riding bikes," Furth 
said. "But once you come here and you see this, you just say, ‘Why can't 
we have this at home?' " 


Seeing is believing, he says. By changing the street design in a city, he 
believes, you will change how people live their lives. Bostonians who 
thought cycling was outside their depth -- old people, children, 
professionals, commuters from the suburbs -- will see how bikes can be 
integrated into their lives: grocery shopping, ferrying children to soccer 
practice, taking business lunches. 


"For the first time, there are a lot of normal people who are showing an 
interest in cycling. It's not that they've changed their minds so much, but 
now they see it's possible and they want to be protected from cars." 


o00O 


Rule number one of Dutch cycling: If you want regular people to ride 
bikes, you've got to separate them from the cars. 


That's according to Jeffrey Rosenblum, transportation planner for the city 
of Cambridge who, along with Furth, is co-teaching the Northeastern 
class. 


He explains: For years in the United States, bike lanes -- a strip of paint 
suggesting a delineation between cars and bikes -- have been the gold 
standard of bike infrastructure. 


But Rosenblum sees bike lanes as just the start. 


"Even if you feel 100 percent confident and comfortable riding in traffic, 
you end up spending 80 percent of your mental space paying attention 
to the act of cycling around, and therefore you don't have as much 
mental space just enjoying the experience," Rosenblum said. "In the 
Netherlands, you feel like you can daydream a little and look around, 
because you're not spending all of your energy looking for what's coming 
around the corner." 


"Bike lanes relieve that concern a little bit," Rosenblum said. "But having 
separated bike facilities relieves that mental stress a lot." 


Enter cycle tracks, a Dutch staple. Cycle tracks are dedicated lanes 
physically separated from cars. The barrier can be a curb or 
semipermanent plastic posts, or even potted plants. 


Paula Overvoorde, 71, takes her bicycle most days to pick up groceries 
at a local market. A prim woman with pearl earrings, she packed cheese, 
milk, a sack of potatoes, lettuce, tomatoes, and a long loaf of bread into 
the carrierattached to the back of her bike. With cycle tracks spanning 
the 2-mile route from her home to the grocery store, she rarely rides 
alongside cars. 


"It's easy to get here on bike," Overvoorde said. "Driving is too much of a 
hassle." 


Some Dutch cycle tracks are also built at the same level as the sidewalk, 
separated from traffic by the curb. For cyclists, being closer to 
pedestrians makes for a more enjoyable ride: They don't feel that they 
need to race to keep up with cars speeding by. 


And according to Constable Tommy Hamelink, head of the Hague 
Police's bicycle unit, drivers like the cycle tracks, too: They prevent 
cyclists from unexpectedly weaving into a car's lane. 


"That is the biggest advantage we have," said Hamelink. "If possible, 
keep things apart." 


With 21,000 miles of separated bike facilities in a country a little larger 
than Massachusetts and Connecticut combined, the cyclist demographic 
looks different: Instead of solitary road warriors streaking down a bike 
lane, you see couples holding hands while cycling side-by-side. Parents 
riding next to their children, a hand on the kid's back to guide them 
along. Moms riding -bakfiets, or "box bicycles" -- bikes with a wagon 
attached to the front -- with their kids snoozing inside. 


Rosenblum and his family -- all staying in the Netherlands for the 
duration of the class -- found it exhilarating. 


The family rides often when at home in Cambridge, but it's always 


stressful. 


"When | take the kids somewhere on the bike, | always have to think 
very carefully and strategically about what route I'm going to take, 
because there are so may routes | want to avoid," said Rosenblum's 
wife, Jessica Kuh. 


"But [in the Netherlands], no matter what route you take, it's a good 
route," she continued. "I didn't have that sense of being constrained by 
fear at all... . It was like an amazing sense of, the whole city is 
completely open to you." 


There are other ways, Rosenblum says, that Dutch transportation 
officials make roads safer for bicycles: lower city speed limits for cars; 
encouraging cyclists to use less-congested roads that run parallel to 
major car thoroughfares; and establishing "bike boulevards" that give 
right-of-way to bicycles. 


When it's not possible to completely separate the bike track from the 
cars, traffic engineers try to at least separate cars and bikes as they 
cross an intersection. Placing small islands in each corner creates a 
buffer between cars and bicycles at traffic stops; the increased space 
provides a driver turning right more time to notice, and brake for, a bike 
going straight through the intersection. 


Additionally, Rosenblum said, there's a way to crack down on the 
biggest complaint among Boston drivers: Cyclists who ignore red lights. 
Bike-specific traffic lights are common. And at intersections with these 
bicycle-shaped signals, something happens in Amsterdam that rarely 
occurs in Boston: Cyclists stop and wait. 


o00O 


Houten, a town with about 49,000 people, has rock star status in 
international transportation engineering circles. 


"If the Netherlands is heaven for bicycles," Furth announces, "then 
Houten is the heaven of heaven." 


The city has had huge success with bikes, even for the Netherlands -- 
more than half of all trips are taken by bicycle or on foot. All high-speed 
car traffic is confined to two converging ring roads that form a figure 8 
around the city. Speed limits are kept low on residential roads. Narrow 
streets with few connections mean that bikes are the only way to travel 


quickly and reliably through the center of town. 


And on most streets, a sign alerts motorists that they're allowed to travel 
there, but mustn't go faster than any of the surrounding bicycles: "Bike 
street," the sign says. "The car is the guest." 


Experts say the town's enthusiastic embrace of cycling is the result of 
the government pouring so much money into infrastructure. Last year, 
they spent a rate of about $42 per person to maintain and improve bike 
facilities. 


It's a cut above Amsterdam, which spends about $39 per resident per 
year, or the Hague, where it's at least $27. 


And how much does Boston spend? $1.92 per person. Cambridge, 
Somerville, and Brookline aren't much better. 


Of course, the Netherlands has a whole lot more money to throw at bike 
engineering. Costly urban ills we take for granted are rarities -- the 
country's homicide rate is 10 times lower than that of Boston. In Houten, 
the city's transportation planner jokes, the town's three biggest problems 
are speeding mopeds, uncollected dog poop, and loitering teenagers. 


The low spending levels in Boston frustrates Furth. Key intersections in 
Allston, the Back Bay, and elsewhere could be so much safer if the 
investment was made to improve them. 


He also believes Boston's street designers would benefit by emulating 
the innovative spirit of the Dutch. Near the western town of 
Scheveningen, transportation officials have even experimented with 
paving gentle asphalt waves in the road to slow speeding cars without 
impeding bicycles. 


It wasn't a cheap project, and as it turns out, it's not working well -- cars 
continue to speed, Furth said. But the Dutch are OK with that kind of trial 
and error. "This is an example of this attitude of, 'try it out, see if it 
works,’ " Furth said. "If it doesn't work, let's try something else." 


Jesse Boudart of Portland State University, a teaching assistant on the 
Northeastern trip, says American engineers too often feel hemmed in by 
their design handbooks -- the bibles of the civil engineering world, which 
provide a menu of options engineers can use when redesigning streets. 
But one of the most widely used American manuals has been 
notoriously slow to warm to new bike facility options. Simple bike lanes, 


in fact, only made the book last year. 


Cycle tracks, bicycle corner islands, bike-specific traffic signals -- none 
are included. 


"Engineers that go out on alimb . . . that's where you can get sued. 
That's a big problem for innovation," Boudart said. 


Fresh thinking comes easier in the Netherlands, said Jan Nederveen, a 
city planner and transportation expert for the city of Delft. There are 
handbooks, to be sure, but also a spirit of flexibility. 


"We like to experiment in Delft," he said. 


ooo 


Peter van Rijn, a Rotterdam University engineer, standing before the 
Northeastern students, wanted to make sure they all got one crucial, 
contrarian-sounding point. 


The key to bicycle safety, he said, had little to do with the design of the 
streets. 


"Where does it start? | always say traffic education," van Rijn said. "It 
starts at schools -- primary school, elementary school . . . it's a matter of 
learning how you should act or ride or drive in traffic." 


The Netherlands is a nation of expert bike riders, where children learn 
not just how to ride a bike, but how to ride a bike in a traffic system 
alongside cars, pedestrians, and public transit. 


Esther Saraber, a 37-year-old consultant living in Delft, bikes her three 
sons to school every morning. Up until recently, she carried her 
youngest in a box bicycle, the ones with the wagon in front, known as 
the minivan of the bike world. 


But Saraber's son turned 4 recently, and though he enjoyed the view 
from the comfy carrier, she put her foot down: He needed to ride to 
school on his own bike. 


"He had no choice. We made him. | did the same when | was a child," 
Saraber said. "The sooner they learn to be a part of traffic, the better 
they're going to be." 


Sure, she said, she and her family enjoy cycling. But the enjoyment, she 
said, is secondary; because the bicycle is a primary mode of 
transportation, it's a necessity that her child learn to bike safely. 


"It's recreation for you all in America," Saraber said. "For us, it's a way of 
life." 


Heliante Kuster, who has taught at Delft's Basisschool De Ark, an 
elementary school, for more than 30 years, says that bike training is a 
fundamental part of the school experience. In the playground, a 
miniature bike rack holds dozens of tiny bicycles that the children have 
used to get to school alongside their parents. Inside the classroom, 
posters advertise bike riding and bike safety. When the school goes on 
field trips, they go on bikes -- riding down a cycle track in a large group, 
decked out in matching highlighter-colored vests. 


What they learn in school is not just how to bike, but also how to 
participate in traffic, Kuster says. 


And then there's the big milestone: The bike diploma. 


For most, the rite of passage comes at about 12 years old. First there's a 
written exam, in which students must answer multiple-choice questions 
on the rules of the road. Then there's the practical portion: The children 
take to the roads, signaling their turns and stopping for cars as parents 
and teachers look on, evaluating their performance. 


After they pass, parents and teachers allow them to travel to and from 
school on a bike without adult supervision -- total freedom. 


Kuster says she worries about the few children who are dropped off to 
school in cars. They don't get the ingrained sense of how to navigate in 
traffic that comes with riding to school every day in a carrier on the front 
or back of their parents' bicycles. 


That's why school instruction is so important, she said -- it ensures that 
cycling remains a mode of transportation for everyone. 


And it's a skill that transfers to driving. Interactions between drivers and 
cyclists are less fraught with hostility largely because every motorist on 
the road knows what it's like to ride a bike in traffic. 


Driver's license exams, too, are part of the equation. Questions on the 
written exam are geared toward knowing how to interact with a bicycle. 
In the practical exam, drivers invariably cross paths with bikes. 


The last task of the exam is opening the driver's side door. Drivers are 
required in the exam to use their right hand to open their door, which 
forces them to turn their torso. That makes it more likely they will look 
over their shoulder to check for oncoming cyclists who could get doored. 
Fail that part of the exam, and you could very well fail the whole thing. 


John Kartodikromo, who emigrated from Indonesia when he was a 
teenager, now works as a valet attendant in a Delft bicycle parking lot. 


The 35-year-old didn't grow up riding bikes and missed out on in-school 
lessons as a child, but being surrounded by so many seasoned cyclists 
led him to adopt cycling as his primary mode of transportation. 


"Everybody has a bicycle, so | ride a bicycle, too," Kartodikromo said. 
"That's just Holland -- it's a bicycle culture." 
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>From the podium of Houten's city council chambers, it would have been 
easy for urban planner André Botermans to declare to the Northeastern 
students in the audience that his city's "bike heaven" reputation is a 
uniquely Dutch success. 


But he insisted that Houten isn't all that different from the United States. 
Most Dutch families still own cars -- relying on bikes for short trips and 
cars for longer distances -- and he's OK with that. 


"In real life, people have cars and they need it to go from one place to 
another -- and that you can't expect them to go without it," even in the 
Netherlands, he said. "It's impossible to turn back the clock." 


That's what makes the Netherlands experience relevant to American 
cities. By focusing on both street design and education, Botermans said, 
he thinks Americans can, and will, move toward a more bicycle-centered 


culture. 


And just as in the Netherlands, he said, that shift -- both in infrastructure 
and in cultural sensibility -- will be gradual. 


"It's going to take maybe another 50 or 100 years," Botermans told the 
students, "for you all in the US to think bike rather than think car." 


After returning to the United States in August, Rosenblum said he's felt 
equal parts inspired and daunted. The cycling boom in the Netherlands, 
he says, shows what's possible in Boston. 


But he agrees that Boston is a long way from the needed cultural shift. 


At an August public meeting in South Boston about bike lanes on West 
Broadway Street, the tone was vitriolic. 


"There is no place for a bike lane," said Linda Castagna, 55, at the 
meeting. "It's dangerous enough as it is and on top of that | now have to 
be aware of a bicyclist?" 


Rosenblum said it's hard not to get discouraged when he hears of such 
adamant anti-bike sentiment. 


"You can talk till you're blue in the face about how [cycle tracks] are 
going to increase ridership," Rosenblum said, "but until you can prove it, 
they're not going to believe it. And you can't prove it until you do it -- 
that's the struggle." 


Paul Basken 
3311 Brooklawn Terrace 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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First Name : Pam 
Last Name : Browning 
Email Address : pbrow@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Thank you for the opportunity to submit a few of my many concerns 


about the proposed light tail: 


THE CORRIDOR IS TOO NARROW -- there is no light rail in the U.S. 
that runs trains this fast, while running this frequently and this close to 
homeowners and trail users. 


Years ago, the original plans for a light rail called for a single track light 
rail because the corridor is so narrow. The freight trains that previously 
ran in the corridor (over thirty years ago), ran only a few times a week, at 
about 15 mph, on a single track, and were screened by forest on both 
sides. With the Purple Line, this single track (which is now a trail) will be 
replaced by two tracks and a trail, with no trees, and with trains passing 
every three minutes. This narrow corridor is totally inappropriate for a 
fast running, double tracked, commuter line. 


THE LOSS OF THIS POPULAR GREENSPACE WILL BE TRAGIC 

The Trail has been documented to have 10,000 trail uses weekly as of 
2006, and this number has grown steadily despite the fact that the Trail 
is not paved. Trail users are of all ages, races, nationalities, and 
abilities. There will be even greater need for greenspace and natural 
recreational trails in the years to come with Smart Growth and increasing 
urban density. The population of the Bethesda CBD will double in 15 
years and these residents will need greenspace and recreational trails. 
The Trail to Georgetown is already saturated and dangerous -- with 
accidents becoming common. Where will all the new urban dwellers go 
for safe and tranquil outdoor recreation? 


INCREASING DANGER ON THE TRAIL 

The Trail is already crowded with trail users traveling at varying speeds, 
with a wide range of abilities, ie small children, elderly, strollers, etc., -- 
going in two directions, with high speed bikers passing in both directions 
all the while. To be fenced into a narrow bike lane with high speed bikers 
passing, and loud trains passing by at the same time, would be 
harrowing at best. 


LOSS OF COMMUNITY COHESION 

The neighborhoods of East Bethesda, Town of Chevy Chase, Edgevale, 
North Chevy Chase, Coquelin Run and Coquelin Terrace, would be 
divided by a transitway. These neighborhoods share the same middle 
school and high school. Children go back and forth, and use the Trail to 
get to Westland Middle School, Bethesda-Chevy Chase High School, 
Our Lady of Lourdes, and the Leland Community Center, not to mention 
each others homes. A transitway in this location seriously is destructive 
to community cohesion and is inexcusable transportation planning. 
What are planners thinking? 


DANGEROUS LOSS OF ACCESS 

Except at a few places, trail access will be lost for the neighboring 
communities. Currently there are many gates and open access points to 
the Trail. Most significantly, the loss of the Lynn Drive crossing will lead 
to youth jumping fences and cutting across the rails to get to school on 
time, etc. Even now, youth cut through back yards and climb fences to 
access the Trail. This will not stop even if there is a light rail. 

This is simply not a safe and resonable location for a transitway, so 
close to homes and a popular Trail. 


"The important message is that railroad tracks are places of business in 
a sense like a highway or an airport runway,” Bob Sullivan, a CSX 
spokesman, said. “These are not places for recreation or taking short 


cuts’. 
“Overall, the state has averaged slightly more than nine trespasser 


E.11 


deaths per year since 2003. Even fences built along railroad tracks 
aren't enough of an obstacle to deter trespassers. ‘You can't fence off 
every bit of track, and when you try to do that people cut holes in it,’ Rob 
Kulat (spokesman for the Federal Railroad Authority) said.” (Source: 
Gazette newspapers) 


LOSS OF 17 ACRES OF MATURE TREES INSIDE THE BELTWAY 
These 17 acres of mature trees are some of the last remaining forest in 
lower Montgomery County and they are important for sediment control, 
clean water, clean air, carbon sequestration, shading the Trail, and 
providing a buffer for communities. 


In closing, while light rail is a nice idea, the proposed route for the Purple 
Line is tragic in many regards. 


ae take the time to re-think this unfortunate mistake before it is too 
ate. 


If not, you can be sure that | and hundreds of others, will not be afraid to 
stand between the trees and the bulldozers, if and when they come. 
Please advise your political leaders of this fact. Emotions will run 
extremely high at the prospect of the loss of this irreplaceble Trail and 
greenspace. 


The EIS simply does not reflect the depth and breadth of passion felt for 
this tranquil forest and Trail in our increasingly urban environment. 


Sincerely, 
Pam Browning 


1346 Wilson Rd. 
Cloverdale, CA 95425 
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First Name : john 
Last Name : navratil 
Email Address : johnfnavratil@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : One only needs to look at the success of the Capital Crescent Trail to 
realize what a colossal loss we will experience for a dubious 


transportation project. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #699 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Maj-Britt 

Dohlie 

Mdohlie@gmail.com 

Putting light rail on the Capital Crescent Trail is the opposite of "smart 
growth". You would destroy the tral for walkers and bikers with the trees 
razed and noisy trains coming at great frequency. You would destroy the 
cua of a for nearby residents as well as for people in the region who 
use the trail. 


You have been far from honest and forthright in your outreach efforts 
and in the FEIS, parcelling out small bits of information and highlighting 
advantages while underestimating or not properly addressing 
disadvantages. How can you pick this least cost effective, overly 
expensive option to the detriment of Maryland present and future tax 
payers? How can you get away with not really addressing the fact that 
you are razing 20+ acres of parkland and that this will have an impact on 
the environment, including the Chesapeake Bay? 


Go back to the drawing board, improve the bus system and leave the 
trail for bikers and walkers who need natural environment for good 
health and qualty of life - both of which are fast deteriorating in 
Montgomery County. 
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First Name : Anne 
Last Name : Edwards 
Email Address : annemedwards@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 21 October 2013 


By email to FEIS@purplelinemd.com 


To all reviewers of the 2013 FEIS for the Purple Line in Maryland, 


My name is Anne Edwards and | am a Silver Spring resident whose 
home is 

very near the Wayne Avenue portion of the Purple Line. Thank you for 
this 

opportunity to comment. 


We are in your immediate impact zone, for long-term permanent impact. 
We 

are asking for stipulation in any approval of this FEIS that more remedy 
will be forthcoming for the severe impacts that Purple Line design will 
have on our residential neighborhoods. 


We are also asking that major elements, such as the location and 
engineering plan for the Traction Power needed for this area, be left 
OPEN 


until worked out between the neighborhoods and MTA. 


All of the adverse impacts, all of them, can be mitigated. Remedies exist 
for all of them. But the remedies are absent from this FEIS and the 
impacts are only partially documented. 


There has been far more extensive work done over the last years, in, 
with 

and for other neighborhoods on the Purple Line that also deserve 
remedy. 

But that same level of attention has not been brought to this half-mile 
residential Wayne Avenue corridor which is an EJ area on its entire 
south 

side. 


| am part of the neighborhood group which has engaged with MTA since 
details first began emerging only in late Spring 2013, to improve what we 
have seen in fits and starts of it plans for Wayne Avenue. 


Understand please, that we are all committed to having a Purple Line 
which 

is a showpiece, a genuine showpiece. But right now, on Wayne Avenue, 
from 


what we are piecing together from the fine print of the FEIS conceptual 
engineering plans that we just saw for the first time five weeks ago, the 
light rail will be just another dirty train corridor, with industrial 

metallic infrastructure awkwardly overwhelming what were once really 
nice 

front yards. 


And, | am writing this next sentence for myself but | want to point out the 
elephant in the room, without assigning any blame for who brought the 
elephant: This area — not even one half mile from the cracked and 
problematic Silver Spring Transit Center -- cannot afford to have and will 
not allow to happen that the very next high-profile public works project 
around here is done on the cheap and degrades the area, and is another 
pales for embarrassment — when it could be the opposite, a point of 
pride. 


No one wants that former, including MTA. We know that. Maryland 
deserves 

better than that. We in these neighborhoods deserve better than that. 
Public transportation itself deserves better than that. 


And the remedies that other cities are using would give us light rail 
neighbor of which we can be proud, but it will take more than a few 
cosmetic plantings dotted here and there. 


You have the talent on staff already. Your MTA staff and their 
consultants 

have shown us in our interactions with them that they certainly have the 
skills-set and imagination to do a brilliant upgrade in this residential 
come if they are empowered to do so. And so we are presenting a 
irm 

position in this FEIS response, which equates to political will on the 
scales, asking that they be instructed to do that upgrade. 


A beautiful Purple Line enhancing a long-established residential 
neighborhood will make Maryland the standard other cities try to meet. 


| write in full endorsement of the FEIS comment submitted to you 
separately 

today as a joint statement of my Seven Oaks-Evanswood Civic 
Association and 

our neighboring Park Hills Civic Association. 


| attach it again to this email as a convenience for your reference, along 
with its appendix, the report we did for our neighbors on options for 
absorbing a Traction Power Substation into the neighborhood without 
insulting the neighborhood. 


We all only want Purple Line be beautiful and a great neighbor: This 
FEIS 
doesn't paint that picture... yet. 


| submit this respectfully and sincerely, and | am available at any time 
that | may be of any help in this effort. 


Anne M. Edwards 
619 Greenbrier Drive 


Silver Spring, Maryland 


Email: anne.edwards@ymail.com OR AnneMEdwards@Gmail.com 


Tel: +1 301 565 3101 

Attachments : PL_FEIS_joint_resoonse_ PHCA_SOECA _final_Oct_21_2013-1.pdf 
(632 kb) 
Wayne Ave TPSS Appendix 1 for FEIS Oct 2013.pdf (383 kb) 





October 21, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street — Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Contact: Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, soeca.board@gmail.com 
Park Hills Civic Association, melchris@erols.com 


Comments about the Final Environmental Impact Statement from the Park Hills Civic 
Association and the Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring 


Overview 


Residents of the Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood sections of Silver Spring and East Silver 
Spring, totaling about one thousand households, overwhelmingly support mass transit. We feel 
strongly that if we are to invest a significant sum of public funds to design and build a Purple 
Line light-rail system, one that will permanently impact our natural and built environment in 
profound ways, then it needs to be done right. Our response to the Purple Line Final 
Environmental Impact Statement addresses the following areas of concern: 


e Noise and vibration issues 

e Visual impacts on local environment 

e Traction power substation 

e Watershed impacts on Sligo Creek and Federal Clean Water Act Compliance 
e Loss of mature tree canopy on Wayne / Impacts to school property 

e Future Dale Drive Station 

e Pedestrian and traffic safety challenges 

e Mitigation during construction activity 


For the record, we object to the short timeline for response to the very large, unwieldy and 
technical Purple Line FEIS. The FEIS introduces a lot of new issues that we have not discussed 
nor had time to closely review. 


Our residential neighborhoods straddle the Wayne Avenue corridor between Fenton Street and 
Sligo Creek Parkway in Silver Spring. Our residents and patrons and employees of several 
neighborhood institutions will bear the brunt of the Purple Line’s impact. Our neighborhoods, 
as well as nearby Sligo Branview neighborhood along Wayne Avenue, host the unique stretch of 
the 16-mile rail line where it is proposed that trains will travel close to front doors of homes in 
long-established neighborhoods while sharing lanes with cars on a smaller county road. As 
long-time observers of and participants in the local planning discussions, we are concerned that 
the high quality of investments are not being made equally across the length of the Purple Line 
system. 


Park Hills Civic Association and Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD 1 


Furthermore, given that portions of Wayne Avenue have been designated “Environmental 
Justice” areas, we ask that the Maryland Transit Administration do more to significantly reduce 
impacts on residents, as well as employ sufficient mitigation measures to offset adverse effects 
including: noise and vibration, visual “noise” of catenary lines, nuisance of a large power 
substation in a tight residential area, watershed degradation and loss of verdant hillside on 
public school property due to road widening, elimination of nearly the entire mature tree 
canopy, loss of private property and right-of-way green space, vulnerability of upzoning for the 
residential area adjacent to a proposed station, potential for road traffic to collide with trains, 
and pedestrian dangers of complex intersections at Dale Drive and Sligo Creek Parkway — 
particularly for children attending the public middle and elementary schools located on Wayne 
Avenue. 


Given that this proposed light-rail line will be the State of Maryland’s first foray into a 
significantly single-family residential community, it is in everyone’s interests that the Purple 
Line serve as a showcase for future light rail projects in sensitive and established 
neighborhoods. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities request the MTA 
establish a working group with residents to meet monthly on design, implementation, 
construction and operation issues, with oversight of its progress outside of Purple Line staff, 
as we embark together on building this new transit system in our region. 


1. Noise & Vibration Issues 


As residents who have attended, and in some cases convened, numerous meetings with the 
MTA Purple Line project team over the past 7 years, it is disconcerting to learn for the first time 
with the release of this FEIS in September of 2013, that noise impacts will extend to “500 feet 
of the planned route, both during construction and once trains began passing by 70 times a 
day,” as pointed out by the Washington Post. It was incumbent upon the State to inform 
residents of these detrimental impacts far earlier. We have had no time to react. 


The same Washington Post article also revealed to local residents new details on the 
construction of the nearby Plymouth tunnel, a process that we are only new told will take 2% 
years and one that will involve considerable noise, particularly during the blasting phase. 


The FEIS does not document the current noise level in our neighborhood, which is very quiet at 
night. We are greatly concerned that too little attention was given in the FEIS technical report 
on the overall problem of noise with which we will have to live for decades; a total of only four 
sentences to address noise avoidance and minimization — a major quality-of-life issue for the 
hundreds of Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood residents who live within 500 feet of the 
Purple Line, to wit: 


e Given the steep grade of slope for one half mile on Wayne Avenue, as well as degree of 


curvature, wheel squeal is inevitable to some degree and a legitimate concern, and that 
is so identified by MTA. There are measures that can be used to minimize wheel squeal 
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that involve track lubrication (as in San Diego’s light rail, as well as Seattle’s system); 
however, as pointed out by Gary Erenrich from Montgomery County’s Department of 
Transportation, “it is unlikely that lubricating systems will be utilized on road surfaces 
that involve mixed traffic on a grade.” .” That the County has already ruled out one of 
the only known remedies for wheel squeal known to be effective, and MTA knew for 
some time that it is ruled out for shared lanes on Wayne, this extremely serious 
consequence for residents should be addressed in depth in any FEIS but MTA gives it no 
attention whatsoever. This is engineering, this is environmental impact on thousands of 
residents, and it is a glaring absence in this FEIS. 

e It is discouraging to learn, in an independent assessment from a professional 
engineering firm, that, (1) “the MTA analysis contains a highly questionable assumed 
benefit from vehicle skirts” and, (2) “over time, wheels can get ‘flat’ and tracks can 
become rough due to ‘rolling contact fatigue’ - thus, without rigorous maintenance (e.g., 
wheel ‘truing’ and rail ‘grinding’), light rail noise can increase 5-10 dBA. Continued 
community attention is reasonable.” This same engineer concluded that, “if wheel 
squeal is properly addressed in the design process and maintained when the system is in 
operation, wheel squeal is a solvable problem.” 

e Finally, given that the tracks will be unheated, we are also concerned about the 
potential need to run the Purple Line continuously through the night during winter so 
that frozen precipitation does not adversely/prohibitively affect performance. 


Our communities request a high level of attention to Purple Line noise; this is a fundamental 
quality of life issue for our residents. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood need special 
assistance with wheel squeal on Wayne Avene - particularly eastbound between Cedar Street 
and where the road approaches Sligo Creek where braking and negotiating the curves on the 
downhill will cause severe squeal - since lubrication of the tracks in mixed traffic is not an 
option. Sound barrier walls are also not an option. At the very minimum, the Purple Line will 
have to travel very slowly through the Wayne Avenue corridor. If the Purple Line is funded 
through a Public Private Partnership (P3) mechanism, contract requirements must include the 
rigorous maintenance required to keep wheel noise to a minimum, and specific speed level 
requirements. 


Additional noise from the “future” Dale Drive Station will adversely impact nearby neighbors. 
At least seventy trains are expected to stop at the station daily on each side, which will add to 
the noise from train signals and announcements. Special care must be taken to reduce both 
the sound of announcements, and arrival and departure signals that will impact the single 
family homes directly adjacent to the station, as well as the hundreds of homes within a half 
mile radius. Acceptable noise levels for both the construction and operation of the Purple Line 
must meet not Federal standards as indicated in the FEIS, but the stricter more realistics 
standards of Montgomery County. We request a full review of noise mitigation options. 


2. Visual Impacts on Local Environment 
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MTA categorizes the Wayne Ave corridor a “high impact” area which means the visual impact of 
the Purple Line and its infrastructure will cause “an extensive change to the visual character” of 
our neighborhood. 


The presence of catenary wires and their extensive supporting infrastructure, including power 
substations and their concomitant industrial strength, long, and high fencing truck-sized access 
for maintenance, will significantly degrade the visual environment of our residential, tree 
canopied, single family detached home neighborhood. Our neighborhoods are in the VAU-4 
area in the FEIS. 


MTA, after five years of engineering work, does not address, in the FEIS, visual impact 
mitigation for our high visual impact neighborhood, although it has done visual mitigation work 
in other sections of the route. Our neighborhoods expect stipulation if there is approval of this 
FEIS that MTA must remedy the visual impact in this VAU-4 area with comparable investment in 
budget and skill that it has expended for years in other sectors. 


MTA renderings of the Purple Line on Wayne Avenue do not adequately or realistically capture 
the negative visual impact wrought by the light-rail line and its attendant hardware. We 
request MTA revisit options for a catenary-free systems like ones that are being employed in 
Europe and Asia. If a catenary system is used, we would like to see substantial investment by 
the County and State to minimize the effect of catenary wires. 


The following visual impacts have neither been depicted on MTA drawings or maps, nor 
addressed with specific mitigation plans for residents in any aggregate matter. Most were 
discovered by residents only on September 7, 2013 when the FEIS volumes were released, and 
the existence of these items is buried in the data in the voluminous engineering conceptual 
drawings. 


We urge that MTA is required to create visually accurate visuals depicting Wayne Avenue 
with the Purple Line and its infrastructure, showing how it will treat and mitigate, for the 
residences facing Wayne Avenue, the following elements which only appeared publicly in the 
FEIS fine print: 


e Actual width of Wayne Avenue with Purple Line, showing before and after, when it is all 
built; 


e Where, how many, and what kind of, Catenary Upright Poles and their wires, along 
residential Wayne Avenue in terms of frequency, color, height, placement; 


e Whether catenary wires and new traffic signals are anchored to the sides of the street 
(in front yards) for the entire residential length of Wayne or are on a high chrome 
trusses across the street (which would also be anchored in front yards); 
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Whether new traffic lights will span Wayne on large and high metallic trusses as 
happens for the light rail all around Baltimore, but unlike anything in this residential, 
verdant neighborhood; 


New “retaining walls” all the way along Wayne Avenue which appear in detail on some 
MTA blueprints but have not been discussed with residents; 


“New Signalized Pedestrian Crosswalks” MTA includes in its FEIS Chapter 4, 4.19.5 for 
residential Wayne Avenue, but never talked about with residents; 


Unacceptable clear-cutting of the scarce tree canopy along this Environmental Justice 
area on Wayne Avenue, the “before and after” all the old trees are removed, because — 
according to some MTA documents -- the MTA will destroy all trees along the route; 
MTA should revisit the Wayne Avenue route with the County’s ROW arborist and 
identify trees to save, which is possible with attentive planning; 


Sparse canopy for the next 20 years: MTA has never shown a tree replacement plan, 
actual heights of replacement trees, if and where they will be planted, plan for replacing 
those that don’t survive which statistics show are usually about 1 in 3, and what the 
route will look like in the next few decades, as it will take 15-20 years for any canopy to 
grow back; 


A half mile of new bright street lights all along residential Wayne resulting in powerful 
light pollution for residents and the seniors’ residential community that front the street; 


Dark spots where pedestrians are on foot approaching bright stations; 


The before and after plan for Sligo Creek Cabin Park and its trees and the rerouting of 
Sligo Creek itself; 


Significant change along Wayne Avenue for curbs and storm drainage along Wayne 
Avenue; 


Treatment of and impact on the more than 45 private driveways along Wayne Avenue; 


Retaining walls on school property and in front of single family homes. 


We support the Art in Transit program where appropriate in our neighborhoods. We also urge 
MTA to work closely with the Montgomery County Planning Department in redesigning the 
bridge over Sligo Creek to improve aesthetics that will mark this gateway to Silver Spring and 
homage to the natural feature of Sligo Creek and Sligo Creek Park. 


3. Traction Power Substation Nuisance 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities strongly urge MTA to move the traction 
power substation (TPSS) from its proposed site on Wayne Avenue at Cloverfield Road to 
another less residential location, and to bury that substation. 
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Given the significant expenditures that MTA is willing to make for other communities along the 
Purple Line (e.g., the optional $40-50 million overpass at Connecticut Avenue, sound baffling 
along the Capital Crescent Trail, two golf cart underpasses for the Columbia Country Club), we 
find the proposal to locate a traction power substation on Wayne Avenue near Cloverfield Road 
and “disguise” it with a high wall or “fake house” to be highly inadequate, particularly with 
respect to this residential area that MTA categorizes as a “design sensitive area.” 


We are pleased that County Executive Ike Leggett and our 5"" District Councilmember Valerie 
Ervin support residents’ desire to see this power substation relocated and buried. There is a 
growing movement among planners nationwide that substations and their settings must 
become more “neighborhood-friendly,” or power substations will never be let into established 
neighborhoods. 


We are encouraged that MTA has engaged the Residential Wayne Avenue Working Group on 
Purple Line Design — representatives from four adjacent civic associations whose boundaries 

run along or near Wayne Avenue — on the issue of relocating the power substation. We have 
been waiting since April 2013 for assessment of power substation location options. 


We endorse the study and recommendations by the Wayne Avenue Working Group on Purple 
Line Design calling for the traction power substation to be moved from the 
Cloverfield/Greenbrier location and buried, attached as Appendix 1 to this response. 


4. Watershed Impacts on Sligo Creek and Federal Clean Water Act Compliance 


Given the increased impervious surface due to road widening, as well as the installation of the 
paved hiker/biker “Green Trail” — in combination with significant loss of tree canopy along the 
Wayne Avenue corridor (see section below), the Purple Line route through the Sligo Creek 
watershed must be carefully designed and constructed through close coordination with M- 
NCPPC Montgomery County Planning Department environmental staff, Department of 
Environmental Protection, Department of Permitting Services stormwater and sediment control 
permit review, with oversight and coordination from the Maryland Department of the 
Environment and Department of Natural Resources in order to fully comply with federal Clean 
Water Act mandates. 


Montgomery County DEP is charged locally with administering the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit Program, an 
EPA regulatory program administered in Maryland by the Maryland Department of the 
Environment . The program is intended to reduce and eliminate pollution from rainfall runoff, 
which flows through storm drain systems to local streams, ponds, and other waterways. 
Specifically, the goal of the MS4 Permit program is to restore and maintain the chemical, 
physical, and biological integrity of the nation's waters, as defined in the Clean Water Act, by 
controlling previously uncontrolled sources of pollution across the landscape that are 
transported by rainfall runoff or stormwater. 
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Sligo Creek, in particular, is subject to pollutant loading limits defining maximum amounts of 
pollutants that it can receive in order to meet water quality standards. MTA must work with 
DEP and the Montgomery County Planning Department to assure compliance with federally 
mandated Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) allowed under the Clean Water Act. During 
tunnel construction at Manchester and Wayne, bridge construction over Sligo Creek on 
Wayne, Best Management Practices and additional measures must be taken to completely 
control sediment and erosion, as well as restricting the flow of toxins, trash, and other 
materials that will impair Sligo Creek beyond the TMDLs set by the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


Moving beyond the construction phase, use of “green tracks,” including infiltration under the 
tracks, in sensitive areas such as Sligo Creek will work to reduce heavy metals, salt, organic 
molecules, and nutrients from entering the creek. 


According to Doug Redmond, Natural Resources Manager for the County’s Department of 
Parks, the environmental impact of mature tree loss, and their protective shade which helps 
keep temperatures cooler, can be significant. In addition to the environmental harm caused by 
the loss of tree canopy, imperviousness is probably the biggest single negative impact on an 
urban watershed: rainfall tends to run off into streams, with the water being warm and dirty. 
The good news is that under Maryland’s Stormwater Management Act of 2007, the 
requirement for stormwater management and sediment control for projects has changed its 
focus. Asa result of the Purple Line project, there will be an opportunity to implement 
stormwater management practices that are presently absent. Additionally, Park Hills and Seven 
Oaks Evanswood residents will monitor - under the watchful eye of the County and State, we 
expect - the relocation of Sligo Creek both 180 feet upstream and downstream of the Wayne 
Avenue bridge. 


We will also be depending on the Maryland Department of Natural Resources to ensure that 
MTA’s project plans will comply with the statutory and regulatory requirements of the 
Maryland Scenic and Wild Rivers Act to assure that the Purple Line will not jeopardize the 
scenic value of the Sligo Creek stream valley. 


5. Loss of Mature Tree Canopy on Wayne / Impacts to School Property 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood greatly value our tree canopy for its aesthetics, health 
benefits, air cleaing, noise absorbing and stormwater management functions. 


According to MTA representative Mike Madden in October 2010, MTA had not yet counted the 
number of trees that would be removed along the Wayne Avenue corridor, stating that the tree 
inventory would be done during the Preliminary Engineering phase. However, in July 2013 
when asked at a community meeting about tree canopy loss, MTA declined to present the 
inventory. “We would like to present this information to the group at a future meeting,” MTA 
officials said. Our tree canopy is a major visual characteristic of our neighborhoods. We urge 
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MITA to start now to implement a local native canopy trees replacement plan to at least 
partially mitigate what will be a huge loss to our community. 


We are also deeply saddened that the reconfiguration of the parking lot at the Silver Spring 
International Middle School will result in additional loss of tree canopy — green space that is 
enjoyed daily by students, parents, and teachers. Once again, we encourage MTA to release 
tree removal and replanting plans now to mitigate tree loss on MCPS property, ROW, and 
private property. 


Montgomery County has recently passed legislation reflecting the replacement value of mature 
trees. We would like to see MTA go beyond required replacement minimums to mitigate for 
specimen tree loss throughout the ROW and on parkland. MTA, in removing valuable and 
irreplaceable mature tree canopy, must focus on planting native canopy trees to eventually 
mitigate that loss. If the Purple Line is funded through a Public Private Partnership (P3) 
arrangement, the contract requirements must include planting and monitoring of trees over a 
three year period, until the survivability of each tree is ascertained. 


It is important to point out that road widening is only one reason for the loss of trees on Wayne 
Avenue; the paved hiker/biker “Green Trail” is the other. The Residential Wayne Avenue 
working group has introduced the idea to county planners of planting new native canopy 
trees now, and to also look into planting on private lawns, where owners welcome the idea 
of hosting a tree. MTA should also fund removal of stumps so as to allow for additional tree 
planting. We will continue to work with MTA and the County on ways to minimize tree loss 
along Wayne Avenue. 


6. Future Dale Drive Station 


Montgomery County councilmembers affirmed that a station at Dale Drive would not be 
constructed without “community consensus.” Councilmembers did not define “consensus” or 
establish a method for collecting that consensus. We urge MTA to work with the Montgomery 
County Council to fund and collect data that will reflect community support — or a lack 
thereof - for a Dale Drive Station before determining whether to build that station. 


The Purple Line Functional Master Plan’s key features of the Dale Drive Station concept plan 
include: 


e there is no intent or desire to change the zoning in the single-family residential 
neighborhoods in and around the Wayne Avenue/Dale Drive intersection, if a station is 
established at this location in the future; 


e the station is not included in initial construction phase; the timing of implementation to 
be determined; 


e platform in median of Wayne Avenue; and 
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e access for walk-up users and persons with disabilities only. 


One major downside to the proposed plan is that four stations in quick succession from the 
Silver Spring Transit Center in the space of only about a mile and a half, combined with the 
route traveling comingled with traffic along a road with many intersections, residences facing 
the train, an elementary and middle school, will negatively impact the speed of the light-rail 
line. 


A much larger downside to the proposed Dale Drive station is that the surrounding residential 
area would then be vulnerable to upzoning given that, as a current practice, high density 
around transit stops is desired to maximize both ridership and public investment in a major 
transit line. We are encouraged by both the County’s Purple Line Functional Master Plan and 
District 5 Councilmember Valerie Ervin’s assertion on behalf of County Council that, “there is no 
intent or desire” to develop the area around the proposed Dale station. Nevertheless, County 
residents have been given such assurances in the past regarding upzoning, only to see them 
forgotten. For this reason, the Residential Wayne Avenue working group will continue to work 
with County Council and Montgomery Planning Department staff to enact protective measures 
to ensure that the area around Dale and Wayne retains its single-family home residential 
character. 


7. Pedestrian & Traffic Safety Challenges 


Wayne Avenue is the only section of the Purple Line where it is proposed that trains will run on 
the street while sharing lanes with cars. In Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities, 
Wayne Avenue runs for about a half mile from a commercial area in downtown Silver Spring, 
past single family homes, a multiunit retirement community of nearly 200 active seniors and 
staff, a public middle school and elementary school, 45 driveways to single family homes, and a 
very well used county park. Multiple county agencies oversee slices of these issues, but MTA 
has responsibility for the overall pie and has yet to offer a coordinated presentation of the 
aggregate pedestrian and traffic safety plan for all of these pieces. 


Our first concern is the safety of our children, and the children of neighboring communities who 
traverse Wayne Avenue to go to school or downtown Silver Spring. Many of the children of Park 
Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood, in addition to those from other communities along the Purple 
Line’s route, will cross Purple Line tracks or walk next to the tracks most days of the week while 
commuting to or from either Sligo Creek Elementary School or Silver Spring International 
Middle School. The County has suggested “safety fencing” all along the street, but the 
residents want other options rather than even more walls and hardware in our residential area. 
MTA must work with Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS) to implement a Purple Line 
safety education program for all children in the two schools in our neighborhood. 


Given the challenge and danger of having to cross the Purple Line, the Green Trail, local buses, 


and Dale Drive traffic, MCPS recommends consideration of a controlled signal intersection and 
using the best and most protective pedestrian safety engineering at Wayne Avenue and Dale 
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Drive. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood residents have also been informed that MTA, in 
conjunction with Montgomery County Park & Planning and the County Department of 
Transportation, has developed a working relationship with MCPS and already convened a 
number of meetings with representatives from both schools to work out various planning 
challenges related to the Purple Line — such as bus movements before and after school, 
automobile traffic at drop-off/pick-up times, and parking space for school staff. Park Hills and 
Seven Oaks residents are very concerned, however, that sidewalks along both sides of Wayne 
Avenue be given buffers to prevent pedestrians from being forced to walk immediately next to 
a widened road carrying vehicular traffic and a light-rail train. 


Our communities are also concerned that the FEIS Transportation chapter neglects discussion 
of physical changes required for safety. We request MTA research and report on the maximum 
safe speed for the Purple Line on Wayne Avenue by providing data from the experience of 
other cities where light rail shares lanes, as the Purple Line will pass dozens of street front 
homes, 45 private driveways, seven neighborhood side streets, several churches, stores, parks, 
bus stops, schools as discussed above, a multi-unit resident for seniors, on a steeply sloped and 
curved, highly traveled road. Research is critical to determine a speed safe for sudden braking 
while traveling downhill on Wayne Avenue with a fully loaded train, in the event a child or out 
of control cyclist from the bike path suddenly appears in the road. These safety details are not 
covered in the FEIS. 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities would like to know if State or Federal law 
requires crossing gates at certain or all intersections, as are used in Baltimore. If crossing gates 
must be used, what is the noise level, infrastructure footprint, and physical space needed? Will 
additional traffic signals be installed on Wayne Avenue to better manage cross traffic? 


We would like to see a discussion of these pedestrian and traffic safety questions in the FEIS: 


e How will MTA manage pedestrian crossings which are now at uncontrolled 
intersections? 

e Specifically, residents and employees of the Springvale Terrace retirement home must 
access the Ride On bus stop on the east side of Wayne Avenue at Springvale Road. 
Now, they cross at their peril at a marked but uncontrolled pedestrian crosswalk. How 
will MTA manage that pedestrian crossing? 

e Where will other pedestrian crosswalks be placed on Wayne Avenue and what 
additional new pedestrian safety technology will be used? 

e How does traffic moves if a car, truck or bus breaks down on Wayne Avenue. 

e Will there be a system of fast response and removal in place? 

e The same applies for trains breaking down. How will those trains be moved, and to 
where? 

e What is the MTA requirement for train operators to hit their “warning clang” when 
vehicles, bicycles or pedestrians come too close to the train? 
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With increased traffic jams expected during construction and, at the least, early operation of 
the Purple Line, MTA must work with MCDOT and the Planning Department to protect the 
interior streets of single family home neighborhoods on either side of Wayne Avenue from cut- 
through traffic which is trying to circumvent heavy traffic. New “left turn lanes” may divert 
traffic off of Wayne Avenue onto Cedar Street and Dale Drive. MTA should work with County 
Department of Transportation to assess and propose traffic calming measures such as curb 
bump outs, speed tables or other devices that will discourage cut through traffic while keeping 
neighborhood residents and their children safe. 


8. Mitigation During Construction Activity 


We have the following general comments about the impact of Purple Line construction as they 
affect the Park Hills and Seven Oaks — Evanswood neighborhoods. 


Temporary Construction Activities. We request that MTA use vacant or publicly-owned 
property, rather than privately-owned and developed property, for temporary construction 
activities. Moreover, we request that MTA restore properties affected through a temporary 
easement to an acceptable pre-construction condition following construction activities. We 
further request that, during construction that MTA provide parking facilities for County, MTA 
and contractor employees in a location or locations that do not adversely affect the quality of 
life of our residents. 


Community Facilities within the Study Area. With regard to the significant public and private 
facilities — Sligo Creek Elementary School, Silver Spring International Middle School, Springvale 
Senior Community, and St. Michael’s church — within our neighborhoods, we request that 
there be regular and timely communication between the project contractor, MTA and other 
government agencies about any project activities that might adversely impact these facilities, 
with particular attention to the noise, vibration, traffic and construction impacts of construction 
activities. We would like to be kept timely informed of plans for the reconstruction of 
roadways, bicycle lanes, and the addition of new sidewalks 


Proposed Staging Areas. With regard to the Proposed Staging Areas, we request that these 
areas be properties that will be acquired for the project. 


Visual Assessment Units (VAU) (4-80). Because the Park Hills — Seven Oaks/Evanswood 


communities will be highly impacted by the project and as they considered an area of visual 
sensitivity, we request that the project contractor and the MTA use all means to improve the 
visual character of the project area, during construction and during project operations. We 
support the proposed use of the Art-In-Transit program to enhance key elements of the project. 


Noise Sources Related to LRT Vehicle Operations (4-107). We request that MTA keep the 


community informed about its progress towards developing a a Bell & Horn Policy for the 
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Purple Line that would impact the Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities. We 
would request a policy that both maximizes safety of our residents and visitors, but one that 
also takes into account the residential nature of our neighborhoods. 


Noise During Construction. We request that MTA require the project contractor to take the 
following steps to minimize noise and vibration during construction: 


e Notify the community of all blasting operations well before the activities commence. 

e Schedule blasting or pile driving activities during hours that would least impact residents 

e Divert heavy equipment and construction equipment movements away from sensitive 
receptors by utilizing roadways that contain a limited number of residential or sensitive 
structures. 

e Hire a Blasting Consultant with adequate experience in performing controlled blasting. 

e Set vibration limits for blasting 

e Monitor the vibration of each blast. 

e Conduct test blasts prior to full production blasts. 

e Conduct pre-construction survey and post-construction survey in sensitive areas. 


With regard to Project Construction (4-109), we urge 


e MTA to conduct construction activities ONLY during the daytime 

e Conduct truck loading, unloading and hauling operations in a manner that minimizes 
noise. 

e Route construction equipment and other vehicles carrying spoil, concrete, or other 
materials over routes that would cause the least disturbance to residents in the vicinity 
of the activity. 

e Locate site stationary equipment away from residential areas to the extent reasonably 
feasible with the site/staging area 

e Employ the best available control technologies to limit excessive noise when working 
near residences. 


Hazardous Materials 4.16 (4-134). According to MTA, in addition to impacts resulting from pre- 
existing contamination in the study area, the operation and the maintenance of the Purple Line 
could be associated with petroleum releases from the equipment and materials associated with 
the project. To this end, we request that MTA should release timely and publicly information on 
hazardous material encountered during construction, as well as information regarding the 
release of hazardous materials during operations. Moreover, MTA and the project contractor 
should take all possible means to secure any hazardous materials associated with construction 
or project operations so that they will not be a danger to the community. The Park Hills/Seven 
Oaks — Evanswood communities request that they be kept regularly informed about the storage 
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and use of hazardous materials in the Wayne Avenue corridor or anywhere in the project area 
adjacent to the Park Hills/Seven Oaks-Evanswood communities. 


Conclusion 


It is important to note that this is the first time MTA is building a light-rail line on shared streets 
through a single-family residential community. It is our fervent hope that the Purple Line serves 
as a showplace light-rail system. The Purple Line must be designed and constructed with great 
care devoted to all of the aesthetic, environmental, traffic calming, safety, noise abatement 
measures raised in our report. Otherwise, we fear that the Purple Line will result in a degraded 
Wayne Avenue corridor, which is turn will degrade the quality of life for the many nearby 
residents. We foresee the construction of other future light-rail projects in similarly sensitive 
residential areas, and it is critical that Maryland invest enough money, effort, and resources 
into the Purple Line so that other communities will want to emulate the example in Silver 
Spring. 


Very sincerely yours, 


Park Hills Civic Association Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association 
Alan Bowser, President Jean Cavanaugh, President 

Chris Richardson, Vice-President Michael Gurwitz, Vice President 

Paul Guinnessy, Secretary Tom Armstrong, Secretary 

Leslie Kramer Downey, Treasurer Bill Kaupert, Treasurer 
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October 21, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street — Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Contact: Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, soeca.board@gmail.com 
Park Hills Civic Association, melchris@erols.com 


Comments about the Final Environmental Impact Statement from the Park Hills Civic 
Association and the Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring 


Overview 


Residents of the Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood sections of Silver Spring and East Silver 
Spring, totaling about one thousand households, overwhelmingly support mass transit. We feel 
strongly that if we are to invest a significant sum of public funds to design and build a Purple 
Line light-rail system, one that will permanently impact our natural and built environment in 
profound ways, then it needs to be done right. Our response to the Purple Line Final 
Environmental Impact Statement addresses the following areas of concern: 


e Noise and vibration issues 

e Visual impacts on local environment 

e Traction power substation 

e Watershed impacts on Sligo Creek and Federal Clean Water Act Compliance 
e Loss of mature tree canopy on Wayne / Impacts to school property 

e Future Dale Drive Station 

e Pedestrian and traffic safety challenges 

e Mitigation during construction activity 


For the record, we object to the short timeline for response to the very large, unwieldy and 
technical Purple Line FEIS. The FEIS introduces a lot of new issues that we have not discussed 
nor had time to closely review. 


Our residential neighborhoods straddle the Wayne Avenue corridor between Fenton Street and 
Sligo Creek Parkway in Silver Spring. Our residents and patrons and employees of several 
neighborhood institutions will bear the brunt of the Purple Line’s impact. Our neighborhoods, 
as well as nearby Sligo Branview neighborhood along Wayne Avenue, host the unique stretch of 
the 16-mile rail line where it is proposed that trains will travel close to front doors of homes in 
long-established neighborhoods while sharing lanes with cars on a smaller county road. As 
long-time observers of and participants in the local planning discussions, we are concerned that 
the high quality of investments are not being made equally across the length of the Purple Line 
system. 
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Furthermore, given that portions of Wayne Avenue have been designated “Environmental 
Justice” areas, we ask that the Maryland Transit Administration do more to significantly reduce 
impacts on residents, as well as employ sufficient mitigation measures to offset adverse effects 
including: noise and vibration, visual “noise” of catenary lines, nuisance of a large power 
substation in a tight residential area, watershed degradation and loss of verdant hillside on 
public school property due to road widening, elimination of nearly the entire mature tree 
canopy, loss of private property and right-of-way green space, vulnerability of upzoning for the 
residential area adjacent to a proposed station, potential for road traffic to collide with trains, 
and pedestrian dangers of complex intersections at Dale Drive and Sligo Creek Parkway — 
particularly for children attending the public middle and elementary schools located on Wayne 
Avenue. 


Given that this proposed light-rail line will be the State of Maryland’s first foray into a 
significantly single-family residential community, it is in everyone’s interests that the Purple 
Line serve as a showcase for future light rail projects in sensitive and established 
neighborhoods. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities request the MTA 
establish a working group with residents to meet monthly on design, implementation, 
construction and operation issues, with oversight of its progress outside of Purple Line staff, 
as we embark together on building this new transit system in our region. 


1. Noise & Vibration Issues 


As residents who have attended, and in some cases convened, numerous meetings with the 
MTA Purple Line project team over the past 7 years, it is disconcerting to learn for the first time 
with the release of this FEIS in September of 2013, that noise impacts will extend to “500 feet 
of the planned route, both during construction and once trains began passing by 70 times a 
day,” as pointed out by the Washington Post. It was incumbent upon the State to inform 
residents of these detrimental impacts far earlier. We have had no time to react. 


The same Washington Post article also revealed to local residents new details on the 
construction of the nearby Plymouth tunnel, a process that we are only new told will take 2% 
years and one that will involve considerable noise, particularly during the blasting phase. 


The FEIS does not document the current noise level in our neighborhood, which is very quiet at 
night. We are greatly concerned that too little attention was given in the FEIS technical report 
on the overall problem of noise with which we will have to live for decades; a total of only four 
sentences to address noise avoidance and minimization — a major quality-of-life issue for the 
hundreds of Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood residents who live within 500 feet of the 
Purple Line, to wit: 


e Given the steep grade of slope for one half mile on Wayne Avenue, as well as degree of 


curvature, wheel squeal is inevitable to some degree and a legitimate concern, and that 
is so identified by MTA. There are measures that can be used to minimize wheel squeal 
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that involve track lubrication (as in San Diego’s light rail, as well as Seattle’s system); 
however, as pointed out by Gary Erenrich from Montgomery County’s Department of 
Transportation, “it is unlikely that lubricating systems will be utilized on road surfaces 
that involve mixed traffic on a grade.” .” That the County has already ruled out one of 
the only known remedies for wheel squeal known to be effective, and MTA knew for 
some time that it is ruled out for shared lanes on Wayne, this extremely serious 
consequence for residents should be addressed in depth in any FEIS but MTA gives it no 
attention whatsoever. This is engineering, this is environmental impact on thousands of 
residents, and it is a glaring absence in this FEIS. 

e It is discouraging to learn, in an independent assessment from a professional 
engineering firm, that, (1) “the MTA analysis contains a highly questionable assumed 
benefit from vehicle skirts” and, (2) “over time, wheels can get ‘flat’ and tracks can 
become rough due to ‘rolling contact fatigue’ - thus, without rigorous maintenance (e.g., 
wheel ‘truing’ and rail ‘grinding’), light rail noise can increase 5-10 dBA. Continued 
community attention is reasonable.” This same engineer concluded that, “if wheel 
squeal is properly addressed in the design process and maintained when the system is in 
operation, wheel squeal is a solvable problem.” 

e Finally, given that the tracks will be unheated, we are also concerned about the 
potential need to run the Purple Line continuously through the night during winter so 
that frozen precipitation does not adversely/prohibitively affect performance. 


Our communities request a high level of attention to Purple Line noise; this is a fundamental 
quality of life issue for our residents. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood need special 
assistance with wheel squeal on Wayne Avene - particularly eastbound between Cedar Street 
and where the road approaches Sligo Creek where braking and negotiating the curves on the 
downhill will cause severe squeal - since lubrication of the tracks in mixed traffic is not an 
option. Sound barrier walls are also not an option. At the very minimum, the Purple Line will 
have to travel very slowly through the Wayne Avenue corridor. If the Purple Line is funded 
through a Public Private Partnership (P3) mechanism, contract requirements must include the 
rigorous maintenance required to keep wheel noise to a minimum, and specific speed level 
requirements. 


Additional noise from the “future” Dale Drive Station will adversely impact nearby neighbors. 
At least seventy trains are expected to stop at the station daily on each side, which will add to 
the noise from train signals and announcements. Special care must be taken to reduce both 
the sound of announcements, and arrival and departure signals that will impact the single 
family homes directly adjacent to the station, as well as the hundreds of homes within a half 
mile radius. Acceptable noise levels for both the construction and operation of the Purple Line 
must meet not Federal standards as indicated in the FEIS, but the stricter more realistics 
standards of Montgomery County. We request a full review of noise mitigation options. 


2. Visual Impacts on Local Environment 
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MTA categorizes the Wayne Ave corridor a “high impact” area which means the visual impact of 
the Purple Line and its infrastructure will cause “an extensive change to the visual character” of 
our neighborhood. 


The presence of catenary wires and their extensive supporting infrastructure, including power 
substations and their concomitant industrial strength, long, and high fencing truck-sized access 
for maintenance, will significantly degrade the visual environment of our residential, tree 
canopied, single family detached home neighborhood. Our neighborhoods are in the VAU-4 
area in the FEIS. 


MTA, after five years of engineering work, does not address, in the FEIS, visual impact 
mitigation for our high visual impact neighborhood, although it has done visual mitigation work 
in other sections of the route. Our neighborhoods expect stipulation if there is approval of this 
FEIS that MTA must remedy the visual impact in this VAU-4 area with comparable investment in 
budget and skill that it has expended for years in other sectors. 


MTA renderings of the Purple Line on Wayne Avenue do not adequately or realistically capture 
the negative visual impact wrought by the light-rail line and its attendant hardware. We 
request MTA revisit options for a catenary-free systems like ones that are being employed in 
Europe and Asia. If a catenary system is used, we would like to see substantial investment by 
the County and State to minimize the effect of catenary wires. 


The following visual impacts have neither been depicted on MTA drawings or maps, nor 
addressed with specific mitigation plans for residents in any aggregate matter. Most were 
discovered by residents only on September 7, 2013 when the FEIS volumes were released, and 
the existence of these items is buried in the data in the voluminous engineering conceptual 
drawings. 


We urge that MTA is required to create visually accurate visuals depicting Wayne Avenue 
with the Purple Line and its infrastructure, showing how it will treat and mitigate, for the 
residences facing Wayne Avenue, the following elements which only appeared publicly in the 
FEIS fine print: 


e Actual width of Wayne Avenue with Purple Line, showing before and after, when it is all 
built; 


e Where, how many, and what kind of, Catenary Upright Poles and their wires, along 
residential Wayne Avenue in terms of frequency, color, height, placement; 


e Whether catenary wires and new traffic signals are anchored to the sides of the street 
(in front yards) for the entire residential length of Wayne or are on a high chrome 
trusses across the street (which would also be anchored in front yards); 
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Whether new traffic lights will span Wayne on large and high metallic trusses as 
happens for the light rail all around Baltimore, but unlike anything in this residential, 
verdant neighborhood; 


New “retaining walls” all the way along Wayne Avenue which appear in detail on some 
MTA blueprints but have not been discussed with residents; 


“New Signalized Pedestrian Crosswalks” MTA includes in its FEIS Chapter 4, 4.19.5 for 
residential Wayne Avenue, but never talked about with residents; 


Unacceptable clear-cutting of the scarce tree canopy along this Environmental Justice 
area on Wayne Avenue, the “before and after” all the old trees are removed, because — 
according to some MTA documents -- the MTA will destroy all trees along the route; 
MTA should revisit the Wayne Avenue route with the County’s ROW arborist and 
identify trees to save, which is possible with attentive planning; 


Sparse canopy for the next 20 years: MTA has never shown a tree replacement plan, 
actual heights of replacement trees, if and where they will be planted, plan for replacing 
those that don’t survive which statistics show are usually about 1 in 3, and what the 
route will look like in the next few decades, as it will take 15-20 years for any canopy to 
grow back; 


A half mile of new bright street lights all along residential Wayne resulting in powerful 
light pollution for residents and the seniors’ residential community that front the street; 


Dark spots where pedestrians are on foot approaching bright stations; 


The before and after plan for Sligo Creek Cabin Park and its trees and the rerouting of 
Sligo Creek itself; 


Significant change along Wayne Avenue for curbs and storm drainage along Wayne 
Avenue; 


Treatment of and impact on the more than 45 private driveways along Wayne Avenue; 


Retaining walls on school property and in front of single family homes. 


We support the Art in Transit program where appropriate in our neighborhoods. We also urge 
MTA to work closely with the Montgomery County Planning Department in redesigning the 
bridge over Sligo Creek to improve aesthetics that will mark this gateway to Silver Spring and 
homage to the natural feature of Sligo Creek and Sligo Creek Park. 


3. Traction Power Substation Nuisance 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities strongly urge MTA to move the traction 
power substation (TPSS) from its proposed site on Wayne Avenue at Cloverfield Road to 
another less residential location, and to bury that substation. 
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Given the significant expenditures that MTA is willing to make for other communities along the 
Purple Line (e.g., the optional $40-50 million overpass at Connecticut Avenue, sound baffling 
along the Capital Crescent Trail, two golf cart underpasses for the Columbia Country Club), we 
find the proposal to locate a traction power substation on Wayne Avenue near Cloverfield Road 
and “disguise” it with a high wall or “fake house” to be highly inadequate, particularly with 
respect to this residential area that MTA categorizes as a “design sensitive area.” 


We are pleased that County Executive Ike Leggett and our 5"" District Councilmember Valerie 
Ervin support residents’ desire to see this power substation relocated and buried. There is a 
growing movement among planners nationwide that substations and their settings must 
become more “neighborhood-friendly,” or power substations will never be let into established 
neighborhoods. 


We are encouraged that MTA has engaged the Residential Wayne Avenue Working Group on 
Purple Line Design — representatives from four adjacent civic associations whose boundaries 

run along or near Wayne Avenue — on the issue of relocating the power substation. We have 
been waiting since April 2013 for assessment of power substation location options. 


We endorse the study and recommendations by the Wayne Avenue Working Group on Purple 
Line Design calling for the traction power substation to be moved from the 
Cloverfield/Greenbrier location and buried, attached as Appendix 1 to this response. 


4. Watershed Impacts on Sligo Creek and Federal Clean Water Act Compliance 


Given the increased impervious surface due to road widening, as well as the installation of the 
paved hiker/biker “Green Trail” — in combination with significant loss of tree canopy along the 
Wayne Avenue corridor (see section below), the Purple Line route through the Sligo Creek 
watershed must be carefully designed and constructed through close coordination with M- 
NCPPC Montgomery County Planning Department environmental staff, Department of 
Environmental Protection, Department of Permitting Services stormwater and sediment control 
permit review, with oversight and coordination from the Maryland Department of the 
Environment and Department of Natural Resources in order to fully comply with federal Clean 
Water Act mandates. 


Montgomery County DEP is charged locally with administering the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit Program, an 
EPA regulatory program administered in Maryland by the Maryland Department of the 
Environment . The program is intended to reduce and eliminate pollution from rainfall runoff, 
which flows through storm drain systems to local streams, ponds, and other waterways. 
Specifically, the goal of the MS4 Permit program is to restore and maintain the chemical, 
physical, and biological integrity of the nation's waters, as defined in the Clean Water Act, by 
controlling previously uncontrolled sources of pollution across the landscape that are 
transported by rainfall runoff or stormwater. 
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Sligo Creek, in particular, is subject to pollutant loading limits defining maximum amounts of 
pollutants that it can receive in order to meet water quality standards. MTA must work with 
DEP and the Montgomery County Planning Department to assure compliance with federally 
mandated Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) allowed under the Clean Water Act. During 
tunnel construction at Manchester and Wayne, bridge construction over Sligo Creek on 
Wayne, Best Management Practices and additional measures must be taken to completely 
control sediment and erosion, as well as restricting the flow of toxins, trash, and other 
materials that will impair Sligo Creek beyond the TMDLs set by the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


Moving beyond the construction phase, use of “green tracks,” including infiltration under the 
tracks, in sensitive areas such as Sligo Creek will work to reduce heavy metals, salt, organic 
molecules, and nutrients from entering the creek. 


According to Doug Redmond, Natural Resources Manager for the County’s Department of 
Parks, the environmental impact of mature tree loss, and their protective shade which helps 
keep temperatures cooler, can be significant. In addition to the environmental harm caused by 
the loss of tree canopy, imperviousness is probably the biggest single negative impact on an 
urban watershed: rainfall tends to run off into streams, with the water being warm and dirty. 
The good news is that under Maryland’s Stormwater Management Act of 2007, the 
requirement for stormwater management and sediment control for projects has changed its 
focus. Asa result of the Purple Line project, there will be an opportunity to implement 
stormwater management practices that are presently absent. Additionally, Park Hills and Seven 
Oaks Evanswood residents will monitor - under the watchful eye of the County and State, we 
expect - the relocation of Sligo Creek both 180 feet upstream and downstream of the Wayne 
Avenue bridge. 


We will also be depending on the Maryland Department of Natural Resources to ensure that 
MTA’s project plans will comply with the statutory and regulatory requirements of the 
Maryland Scenic and Wild Rivers Act to assure that the Purple Line will not jeopardize the 
scenic value of the Sligo Creek stream valley. 


5. Loss of Mature Tree Canopy on Wayne / Impacts to School Property 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood greatly value our tree canopy for its aesthetics, health 
benefits, air cleaing, noise absorbing and stormwater management functions. 


According to MTA representative Mike Madden in October 2010, MTA had not yet counted the 
number of trees that would be removed along the Wayne Avenue corridor, stating that the tree 
inventory would be done during the Preliminary Engineering phase. However, in July 2013 
when asked at a community meeting about tree canopy loss, MTA declined to present the 
inventory. “We would like to present this information to the group at a future meeting,” MTA 
officials said. Our tree canopy is a major visual characteristic of our neighborhoods. We urge 
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MITA to start now to implement a local native canopy trees replacement plan to at least 
partially mitigate what will be a huge loss to our community. 


We are also deeply saddened that the reconfiguration of the parking lot at the Silver Spring 
International Middle School will result in additional loss of tree canopy — green space that is 
enjoyed daily by students, parents, and teachers. Once again, we encourage MTA to release 
tree removal and replanting plans now to mitigate tree loss on MCPS property, ROW, and 
private property. 


Montgomery County has recently passed legislation reflecting the replacement value of mature 
trees. We would like to see MTA go beyond required replacement minimums to mitigate for 
specimen tree loss throughout the ROW and on parkland. MTA, in removing valuable and 
irreplaceable mature tree canopy, must focus on planting native canopy trees to eventually 
mitigate that loss. If the Purple Line is funded through a Public Private Partnership (P3) 
arrangement, the contract requirements must include planting and monitoring of trees over a 
three year period, until the survivability of each tree is ascertained. 


It is important to point out that road widening is only one reason for the loss of trees on Wayne 
Avenue; the paved hiker/biker “Green Trail” is the other. The Residential Wayne Avenue 
working group has introduced the idea to county planners of planting new native canopy 
trees now, and to also look into planting on private lawns, where owners welcome the idea 
of hosting a tree. MTA should also fund removal of stumps so as to allow for additional tree 
planting. We will continue to work with MTA and the County on ways to minimize tree loss 
along Wayne Avenue. 


6. Future Dale Drive Station 


Montgomery County councilmembers affirmed that a station at Dale Drive would not be 
constructed without “community consensus.” Councilmembers did not define “consensus” or 
establish a method for collecting that consensus. We urge MTA to work with the Montgomery 
County Council to fund and collect data that will reflect community support — or a lack 
thereof - for a Dale Drive Station before determining whether to build that station. 


The Purple Line Functional Master Plan’s key features of the Dale Drive Station concept plan 
include: 


e there is no intent or desire to change the zoning in the single-family residential 
neighborhoods in and around the Wayne Avenue/Dale Drive intersection, if a station is 
established at this location in the future; 


e the station is not included in initial construction phase; the timing of implementation to 
be determined; 


e platform in median of Wayne Avenue; and 
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e access for walk-up users and persons with disabilities only. 


One major downside to the proposed plan is that four stations in quick succession from the 
Silver Spring Transit Center in the space of only about a mile and a half, combined with the 
route traveling comingled with traffic along a road with many intersections, residences facing 
the train, an elementary and middle school, will negatively impact the speed of the light-rail 
line. 


A much larger downside to the proposed Dale Drive station is that the surrounding residential 
area would then be vulnerable to upzoning given that, as a current practice, high density 
around transit stops is desired to maximize both ridership and public investment in a major 
transit line. We are encouraged by both the County’s Purple Line Functional Master Plan and 
District 5 Councilmember Valerie Ervin’s assertion on behalf of County Council that, “there is no 
intent or desire” to develop the area around the proposed Dale station. Nevertheless, County 
residents have been given such assurances in the past regarding upzoning, only to see them 
forgotten. For this reason, the Residential Wayne Avenue working group will continue to work 
with County Council and Montgomery Planning Department staff to enact protective measures 
to ensure that the area around Dale and Wayne retains its single-family home residential 
character. 


7. Pedestrian & Traffic Safety Challenges 


Wayne Avenue is the only section of the Purple Line where it is proposed that trains will run on 
the street while sharing lanes with cars. In Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities, 
Wayne Avenue runs for about a half mile from a commercial area in downtown Silver Spring, 
past single family homes, a multiunit retirement community of nearly 200 active seniors and 
staff, a public middle school and elementary school, 45 driveways to single family homes, and a 
very well used county park. Multiple county agencies oversee slices of these issues, but MTA 
has responsibility for the overall pie and has yet to offer a coordinated presentation of the 
aggregate pedestrian and traffic safety plan for all of these pieces. 


Our first concern is the safety of our children, and the children of neighboring communities who 
traverse Wayne Avenue to go to school or downtown Silver Spring. Many of the children of Park 
Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood, in addition to those from other communities along the Purple 
Line’s route, will cross Purple Line tracks or walk next to the tracks most days of the week while 
commuting to or from either Sligo Creek Elementary School or Silver Spring International 
Middle School. The County has suggested “safety fencing” all along the street, but the 
residents want other options rather than even more walls and hardware in our residential area. 
MTA must work with Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS) to implement a Purple Line 
safety education program for all children in the two schools in our neighborhood. 


Given the challenge and danger of having to cross the Purple Line, the Green Trail, local buses, 


and Dale Drive traffic, MCPS recommends consideration of a controlled signal intersection and 
using the best and most protective pedestrian safety engineering at Wayne Avenue and Dale 
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Drive. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood residents have also been informed that MTA, in 
conjunction with Montgomery County Park & Planning and the County Department of 
Transportation, has developed a working relationship with MCPS and already convened a 
number of meetings with representatives from both schools to work out various planning 
challenges related to the Purple Line — such as bus movements before and after school, 
automobile traffic at drop-off/pick-up times, and parking space for school staff. Park Hills and 
Seven Oaks residents are very concerned, however, that sidewalks along both sides of Wayne 
Avenue be given buffers to prevent pedestrians from being forced to walk immediately next to 
a widened road carrying vehicular traffic and a light-rail train. 


Our communities are also concerned that the FEIS Transportation chapter neglects discussion 
of physical changes required for safety. We request MTA research and report on the maximum 
safe speed for the Purple Line on Wayne Avenue by providing data from the experience of 
other cities where light rail shares lanes, as the Purple Line will pass dozens of street front 
homes, 45 private driveways, seven neighborhood side streets, several churches, stores, parks, 
bus stops, schools as discussed above, a multi-unit resident for seniors, on a steeply sloped and 
curved, highly traveled road. Research is critical to determine a speed safe for sudden braking 
while traveling downhill on Wayne Avenue with a fully loaded train, in the event a child or out 
of control cyclist from the bike path suddenly appears in the road. These safety details are not 
covered in the FEIS. 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities would like to know if State or Federal law 
requires crossing gates at certain or all intersections, as are used in Baltimore. If crossing gates 
must be used, what is the noise level, infrastructure footprint, and physical space needed? Will 
additional traffic signals be installed on Wayne Avenue to better manage cross traffic? 


We would like to see a discussion of these pedestrian and traffic safety questions in the FEIS: 


e How will MTA manage pedestrian crossings which are now at uncontrolled 
intersections? 

e Specifically, residents and employees of the Springvale Terrace retirement home must 
access the Ride On bus stop on the east side of Wayne Avenue at Springvale Road. 
Now, they cross at their peril at a marked but uncontrolled pedestrian crosswalk. How 
will MTA manage that pedestrian crossing? 

e Where will other pedestrian crosswalks be placed on Wayne Avenue and what 
additional new pedestrian safety technology will be used? 

e How does traffic moves if a car, truck or bus breaks down on Wayne Avenue. 

e Will there be a system of fast response and removal in place? 

e The same applies for trains breaking down. How will those trains be moved, and to 
where? 

e What is the MTA requirement for train operators to hit their “warning clang” when 
vehicles, bicycles or pedestrians come too close to the train? 
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With increased traffic jams expected during construction and, at the least, early operation of 
the Purple Line, MTA must work with MCDOT and the Planning Department to protect the 
interior streets of single family home neighborhoods on either side of Wayne Avenue from cut- 
through traffic which is trying to circumvent heavy traffic. New “left turn lanes” may divert 
traffic off of Wayne Avenue onto Cedar Street and Dale Drive. MTA should work with County 
Department of Transportation to assess and propose traffic calming measures such as curb 
bump outs, speed tables or other devices that will discourage cut through traffic while keeping 
neighborhood residents and their children safe. 


8. Mitigation During Construction Activity 


We have the following general comments about the impact of Purple Line construction as they 
affect the Park Hills and Seven Oaks — Evanswood neighborhoods. 


Temporary Construction Activities. We request that MTA use vacant or publicly-owned 
property, rather than privately-owned and developed property, for temporary construction 
activities. Moreover, we request that MTA restore properties affected through a temporary 
easement to an acceptable pre-construction condition following construction activities. We 
further request that, during construction that MTA provide parking facilities for County, MTA 
and contractor employees in a location or locations that do not adversely affect the quality of 
life of our residents. 


Community Facilities within the Study Area. With regard to the significant public and private 
facilities — Sligo Creek Elementary School, Silver Spring International Middle School, Springvale 
Senior Community, and St. Michael’s church — within our neighborhoods, we request that 
there be regular and timely communication between the project contractor, MTA and other 
government agencies about any project activities that might adversely impact these facilities, 
with particular attention to the noise, vibration, traffic and construction impacts of construction 
activities. We would like to be kept timely informed of plans for the reconstruction of 
roadways, bicycle lanes, and the addition of new sidewalks 


Proposed Staging Areas. With regard to the Proposed Staging Areas, we request that these 
areas be properties that will be acquired for the project. 


Visual Assessment Units (VAU) (4-80). Because the Park Hills — Seven Oaks/Evanswood 


communities will be highly impacted by the project and as they considered an area of visual 
sensitivity, we request that the project contractor and the MTA use all means to improve the 
visual character of the project area, during construction and during project operations. We 
support the proposed use of the Art-In-Transit program to enhance key elements of the project. 


Noise Sources Related to LRT Vehicle Operations (4-107). We request that MTA keep the 


community informed about its progress towards developing a a Bell & Horn Policy for the 
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Purple Line that would impact the Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities. We 
would request a policy that both maximizes safety of our residents and visitors, but one that 
also takes into account the residential nature of our neighborhoods. 


Noise During Construction. We request that MTA require the project contractor to take the 
following steps to minimize noise and vibration during construction: 


e Notify the community of all blasting operations well before the activities commence. 

e Schedule blasting or pile driving activities during hours that would least impact residents 

e Divert heavy equipment and construction equipment movements away from sensitive 
receptors by utilizing roadways that contain a limited number of residential or sensitive 
structures. 

e Hire a Blasting Consultant with adequate experience in performing controlled blasting. 

e Set vibration limits for blasting 

e Monitor the vibration of each blast. 

e Conduct test blasts prior to full production blasts. 

e Conduct pre-construction survey and post-construction survey in sensitive areas. 


With regard to Project Construction (4-109), we urge 


e MTA to conduct construction activities ONLY during the daytime 

e Conduct truck loading, unloading and hauling operations in a manner that minimizes 
noise. 

e Route construction equipment and other vehicles carrying spoil, concrete, or other 
materials over routes that would cause the least disturbance to residents in the vicinity 
of the activity. 

e Locate site stationary equipment away from residential areas to the extent reasonably 
feasible with the site/staging area 

e Employ the best available control technologies to limit excessive noise when working 
near residences. 


Hazardous Materials 4.16 (4-134). According to MTA, in addition to impacts resulting from pre- 
existing contamination in the study area, the operation and the maintenance of the Purple Line 
could be associated with petroleum releases from the equipment and materials associated with 
the project. To this end, we request that MTA should release timely and publicly information on 
hazardous material encountered during construction, as well as information regarding the 
release of hazardous materials during operations. Moreover, MTA and the project contractor 
should take all possible means to secure any hazardous materials associated with construction 
or project operations so that they will not be a danger to the community. The Park Hills/Seven 
Oaks — Evanswood communities request that they be kept regularly informed about the storage 
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and use of hazardous materials in the Wayne Avenue corridor or anywhere in the project area 
adjacent to the Park Hills/Seven Oaks-Evanswood communities. 


Conclusion 


It is important to note that this is the first time MTA is building a light-rail line on shared streets 
through a single-family residential community. It is our fervent hope that the Purple Line serves 
as a showplace light-rail system. The Purple Line must be designed and constructed with great 
care devoted to all of the aesthetic, environmental, traffic calming, safety, noise abatement 
measures raised in our report. Otherwise, we fear that the Purple Line will result in a degraded 
Wayne Avenue corridor, which is turn will degrade the quality of life for the many nearby 
residents. We foresee the construction of other future light-rail projects in similarly sensitive 
residential areas, and it is critical that Maryland invest enough money, effort, and resources 
into the Purple Line so that other communities will want to emulate the example in Silver 
Spring. 


Very sincerely yours, 


Park Hills Civic Association Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association 
Alan Bowser, President Jean Cavanaugh, President 

Chris Richardson, Vice-President Michael Gurwitz, Vice President 

Paul Guinnessy, Secretary Tom Armstrong, Secretary 

Leslie Kramer Downey, Treasurer Bill Kaupert, Treasurer 
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Appendix 1 PL FEIS Response from Park Hills Civic Association and 
Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD 


14 October 2013 
Informal Report for the neighbors, on status of Wayne Avenue TPSS for the Purple Line 


From: The Working Group for Residential Wayne Avenue Purple Line Design, 
a collaborative effort of four civic associations along Wayne Avenue 


Re: Request to MTA to power light rail along Wayne Avenue with a plan more compatible 
with our area than putting an above-ground Two Mega-watt Traction Power Substation 
unit at Wayne Avenue and Cloverfield Rd 


Summary: 


This Group expects to hear back from MTA soon on MTA’s assessment of alternatives to its plan to put a 
52’-long electrical Traction Power Substation above ground on one of the most highly visible lawns on 
residential Wayne Avenue. That lawn at Cloverfield Road is surrounded for blocks in every direction by 
single family homes and it sits under the windows of a community of 200 active seniors. 


MTA readily acknowledges Wayne Ave is a “Design Sensitive Area” and a TPSS must be “disguised,” but 
MTA’s only disguise to date is to construct a high wall along Wayne Avenue that would need to be at 
least 10-feet high and more than 60-feet long, windowless, with large gates for a truck entrance. 


The neighbors (SOECA) voted “no” to that plan -to an above ground unit with any facade — as 
inarguably incompatible with our neighborhood 


But even before that, the neighbors had reached out to MTA offering ideas for alternatives — 
already being used in other US Cities — which faced the same challenge: How to put a needed 
power substation into a “nice” neighborhood that has no natural home for a 52-foot metal trailer 


Listed below are options pointed out to MTA by the Wayne Avenue Group, options that in whole or in 
combination could be adapted to develop a better solution to power light rail along Wayne Ave: 


1. Relocate this TPSS away from homes to one of several county properties very nearby, where 
there are already other mechanical out-buildings of what would be similar size; 


2. Bury the TPSS — an increasingly “go-to” option in other U.S. cities — so the land above it is 
free for community use rather than being lost forever as a parking spot for a TPSS trailer; 


3. Substitute several smaller TPSS units for one huge, 52-foot, Two-Megawatt TPSS unit 
because using even slightly smaller TPSS units opens up the options of where these units 
can go and how they can be disguised 


4. And the neighbors asked Purple Line to come up with some alternatives of its own for us 


Why Should | care if | don’t live near Wayne and Cloverfield? Short answer: Direct bearing on 
your house values. Wayne Avenue is the shared “main street”. Any permanent structure so 
prominent on Wayne, done well or badly, will affect house values in a half mile swath. Wayne 
Avenue is the entry street, the street of first impressions, for all of us. 


1 
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Elected leaders are giving their support to our request that MTA design a more compatible plan 
The Residential Wayne Avenue Group is asking all of our elected leaders to support this 
approach to MTA. Our approach does not involve imposing a specific solution on MTA but is 
about urging MTA to develop a more creative plan that will be compatible with this densely 


residential area 


e Both Montgomery County Executive Ike Leggett and Councilmember Valerie Ervin are giving 
their support to the effort 


e The neighbors are now discussing the issue with our State elected officials and staff in Annapolis 
who have told us that they will initiate follow up meetings with MTA 

Maryland has a chance with this situation to set an example nationally 

There is a growing movement among planners nationwide that Substations and their settings 

must become more “neighborhood-friendly” or TPSS will never be let into established 


neighborhoods no matter how great the need. 


And, with the growing need for and investment in light rail, there is growing need nationally to 
put substations into many established areas 


The challenge on residential Wayne Avenue is the perfect lab to innovate a solution 
It genuinely gives Maryland the chance to set the national example how to add modern light 
rail to an old residential area, if we get this right. 
l. THE TPSS MTA WANTS TO USE AT WAYNE AND CLOVERFIELD 
BELOW (Photo #1) TPSS UNIT MTA WILL USE FOR THE ENTIRE PURPLE LINE 
20 or so of these planned for the Purple Line; 
Each is a Two-Megawatt electrical transformer, 
52 feet long, 14 feet wide and about as high, with 


Vents on roof, A/C extrudes from sides; 





10-foot-plus perimeter for working access; 
Purple Line TPSS 

input: 13,200 Volt ac Spaced about a mile from each other 
output: 750 Volt de 
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PHOTO #2 BELOW IS A GENUINELY TYPICAL TPSS SETTING (Charlotte, NC) 


e TPSS must be about a mile apart and near light rail’s overhead wires. Even their mothers know 
TPSS units can be ‘unsightly’, so planners try to set them as remotely or low profile as possible 


e Wayne Avenue’s residential setting presents a special challenge as a TPSS location. 


e Remote or low profile locations are available for all the other 19 or so TPSS needed for the rest 
of the Purple Line and they will be set: 


Next to active freight railroad tracks; 
Next to or in industrial truck yards; 
Near or on big parking lots 
Alongside six-lane truck routes 
Behind office buildings, 


or 
Hidden within truly heavy woods 





Photo #2 — Old Pineville Road, Charlotte NC 


PHOTO #3 BELOW: Aerial of lawn proposed by MTA for TPSS (white circle at left) on Wayne Ave halfway 
between downtown Silver Spring (off farther to the left) and Sligo Creek Park (off farther to the right) 





e Residential Wayne Avenue presents Purple Line with its only area where power must get to light 
rail wires where there is nothing but densely-set single-family housing in every direction with 
the residence of nearly 200 active seniors immediately adjacent (on the left) to the TPSS site 
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PHOTO #4: The open lawn at Cloverfield Rd (lower left) & Wayne (on the right) 





Photo #4 — looking north and east along Wayne Avenue at Cloverfield Road 
e The TPSS high-walled enclosure would nearly cover the entire area of this lawn. 
e The wall of the TPSS would run the length of the grass on all sides of this lawn. 


e = This particular lawn is visible to drivers for at least a quarter mile in each direction on Wayne 
because it’s on the bend on the hill, and any structure in this place will create a lasting 
impression for a wide area of neighborhoods. 


e = This lawn also sits in a natural bowl and dozens of homes are on ground rising around it and 
they look down into this bowl, especially for the half the year when all the leaves drop. 


MTA’S PLAN FOR A TPSS AT WAYNE AND CLOVERFIELD 
MTA RENDERING, CLOSE TO SCALE 


\ \ The TPSS unit is the interior tan rectangle, a metal- 

‘ : sheathed 52-foot long unit. MTA has added a small 
cosmetic “roof”. ATPSS can also be “built in place” 
and shape-shift somewhat, and can be reconfigured 
for a more square shape of the same total area. 


— _ The enclosure would be 60-feet long minimum on its 

long sides and at least 10’ high with no windows. 
The large truck gates are on the lower middle, 

A crossing the planned bike and pedestrian path. 


a 


This is in a bowl and homes are on higher ground 
and would look down into this enclosure 24/7. 
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MTA RENDERING OF STREET LEVEL OF A SOLID FENCE ENCLOSING A TPSS 
This would be the side facing Wayne Avenue 


The wall or “fence” at 60’ long would be longer 
than any home in the area 


There are no faceless walls like this anywhere 
around outside of the business district. And this 
is NOT the business district. 


This long, high wall would be very close to the 
path for people and bikes 





PHOTO #5: REAL LIFE EXAMPLE OF A TPSS INSIDE A HIGH ENCLOSURE 


East Carson Blvd, Charlotte, NC 
The green TPSS in here is about 
40-feet long, smaller than the 


52-foot model planned by MTA 


This is NOT a residential area 





Street level view 
shows actual 
enclosure, would 
be long and 
windowless with 
large truck gates 
and worker access 
gates. 
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Il. ALTERNATIVES BEING USED IN OTHER CITIES 
These alternatives being used in other cities were discovered by research of the Wayne Avenue Group. 
They were pointed out to MTA, which said it would look into these alternatives. 


The Residential Wayne Avenue Group also asked MTA engineers to contribute some new ideas of their 
own for a solution other than the original plan as depicted in the previous section 


The Wayne Avenue Group pointed out these alternatives to MTA as ideas that in whole or in some 
combination, could be adapted for the TPSS needed somewhere on Wayne Avenue: 


OPTION A: MOVE IT 


IDEA IS TO RELOCATE JUST THIS ONE TPSS BARELY 500-600 FEET ONTO SOME PART OF COUNTY 
PROPERTY TO THE EAST 


PHOTO #7: MTA wants the TPSS at Wayne and Cloverfield (white circle at left in photo); the neighbors 
asked if it could move SOMEWHERE to county properties nearby, perhaps including the edges of the 
county properties at the school (shown roughly by circle on the right). 


That move would be less than 600 feet, which falls within the critical parameters for spacing required 
between TPSS that are Two-Megawatt units. 





OPTION B BURY THE TPSS AND EVEN PUT A PARK ON TOP 
MODEL: ANAHEIM, CA 


BURYING a substation is becoming the “go-to” option for many urban projects, particularly in areas 
where there is long term established development. 


BURYING a substation, adding whatever worker access cavity is required, means the land on top of the 
TPSS can remain available to the community to be used for anything appropriate 


When a TPSS is parked above ground, the entire property is “lost”, in perpetuity, for any other purpose. 


Appendix 1 PL FEIS Response from Park Hills Civic Association and 
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Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD 


NOT BEYOND MARYLAND’S IMAGINATION: 


ANAHEIM CALIFORNIA BURIED THEIR SUBSTATION INTO 
THE SIDE OF A HILL 


AND PUT A PARK ON TOP 


(PHOTO #7) 


Photo #8 -- STREET LEVEL VIEW OF ANAHEIM 


ie 
td 


THIS IS THE SAME PARK 


TRUCKS AND ENGINEERS GET INTO THE 
SUBSTATION THROUGH THE SIDE 


VENTS AND ACCESS DOORS ARE HIDDEN BY 
SHRUBBERY UP IN THE PARK 


A SITE UNSEEN: An electrical substation sits beneath 
Anaheim Hilis' Roosevelt Park, which neighbors helped 


design. 





Silver Spring: There is open air county 
property at Dale and Wayne on the 
perimeters of the school 


Even though it is a busy place, just for 
imagination, envision that a substation 
could be buried into the hill at Dale and 
Wayne, and if not a “park”, even teacher 
and school event parking could go right 
back on top. 


Appendix 1 PL FEIS Response from Park Hills Civic Association and 
Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD 


Objection to burying a substation: “Water table issues” 

Counter: These same engineers, we observe with respect, are planning to dig a very large tunnel under 
downtown Bethesda for the Purple Line, and they are going to cut a very large wedge for the Purple Line 
through the hill at Manchester Road, continuing up Plymouth Street, to emerge past Flower Avenue: 
They know, one can trust, how to construct near a water table. 


Objection: “Expense” of burying it 


Counter: Our neighborhoods hold that we are as worth it as every other Marylander who needs special 
help to absorb light rail into their neighborhoods. 


Counter: This is not as expensive as lifting the entire Purple Line over Connecticut Avenue when it could 
have crossed at street-grade level the way, the trail does now, which is the natural grade there. 


Counter: This is not as expensive as putting the entire Purple Line down under Jones Bridge Rd and back 
up again when it could have crossed at street grade level which is the natural grade there. 
OPTION III: USE SMALLER TPSS UNITS IN SOME AREAS TO INCREASE THE OPTIONS OF 


WHERE THEY CAN BE PLACED AND HOW THEY CAN BE DISGUISED 


We asked MTA if units even existed that are smaller than 52 feet and two megawatts (2MW) and 
therefore several smaller units could be substituted for one large unit and provide the same power. 


We found out on our own that the answer is YES, and we are waiting for MTA’s response 

e Alight rail system can use a mix of TPSS units that are 1.0 MW, 1.25 MW, 1.5 MW and 2 MW 
e Those are all compatible in the same system: They all produce 750v 

e Lower MW units of lower capacity must be placed at closer intervals to each other than the 


very large 2MW units, but even the slight decrease in TPSS size opens up possibilities of where 
they can be positioned and of how they can be acceptably disguised 


We would hope to see an alternative developed around using a MIX of smaller and large TPSS 
units through Silver Spring: 


e Large units where the room exists 
e Large units where they will not be seen, where they can hide well 
e Combined with SMALL units in long-established areas 


Appendix 1 PL FEIS Response from Park Hills Civic Association and 
Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD 


SUGGESTION OF PLACES ALONG WAYNE AVENUE WHERE A “SMALLER” TPSS MIGHT GO 


Photo #10 Wayne Ave nearer 
Mansfield 


JUST A POSSIBILITY that a smaller 
TPSS, disguised as a small brick-clad 
structure, could blend in, and fit in, as 
another small outbuilding near 
existing outbuildings somewhere on 
the eastern edge of the school 
property along Wayne 





Photo #11 Wayne Avenue near Dale 


JUST A POSSIBILITY THAT A smaller TPSS 
unit, brick clad to “blend in”, might work 
somewhere — on the surface -- at the 
west edge of the open county property 
edging the school 





yD Waynes Avmswe, See Gepang, arpa, Uneted hae iwi ) 
Cae or ; ' oe pee 3 Photo #12 — Wayne Ags neak 


Whole Foods 


JUST A POSSIBILITY that a 
smaller TPSS— again, brick 
clad to “blend in”, could be 
put in one of several places 
on open-air county lots near 
Whole Foods on Wayne, even 
in the middle of a parking lot 
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Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD 


SUGGESTED SPACE FOR A SMALLER TPSS: County Parking Garages 
Photo #13: Wayne Ave Garage 


JUST A POSSIBILITY for a smaller 
TPSS: This is outside the box and 
in the garage: A “Build-in-place” 
TPSS could be put together inside 
existing County parking garages, 


Pr | ie i] i he“™ which guarantees worker access to 
| cen it 24/7 as well as lighting, security 
ap) and weather protection. 
— i J \ This setting is identical to settings 
“ used to situate substations in 
5 === dense urban core areas 
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A BRIEF DISCUSSION OF “THE FAKE HOUSE” OPTION 
This is just what it sounds like: A Potemkin shell of a neighborhood-model home to hide a substation 


The idea, used by planners in some other places, recently received media attention from news reporters 
and in online articles by thoughtful area writers, but it is not a current proposal by MTA for this TPSS, 
nor is it the wish of the neighbors — the adjacent stakeholders 


No option is foreclosed in these discussions with MTA, but residents and MTA each have issues arguing 
against “fake house” 


e MTA engineers of course can and should speak for themselves but for purposes of this 
note, we relay — briefly - that they have explained to us that “Fake House” present 
operational challenges to them ranging from containment and ventilation to access and 
design, all of which make “Fake House” not their first preference 


e Allofthe adjacent neighbors unanimously express concern that a “Fake House” provides 
a perfect setting for street crime; even without “fake house” being an active proposal in 
any way for this TPSS, this “Fake House” is already the worst-kept-secret abut an 
“unoccupied building” anywhere around 


e The “Fake House” would have to be huge, larger than anything in the neighborhood, if it 
were to hide a Two Megawatt capacity substation 


e The “House” would still need truck size service access doors, and a large pad for truck 
parking, and massive ventilation “fake chimneys” 


10 


Appendix 1 PL FEIS Response from Park Hills Civic Association and 
Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD 


So, the neighbors’ concern is CRIME; the engineers’ concerns are operational 

CRIME is an issue around any long- 
term unoccupied stand-alone 
structure 


Substations are often “hidden” in 
townhouses or storefronts in very 
urban areas, but those areas have a 
much higher natural population base 
with eyes on the property all the 
time than a stand-alone “home?” in 
half-urb, half-burb area like ours 





e A “fake house” on an urban block does not have FOUR dark sides at night; it has maybe one 


e The high number of foreclosures in “nice” neighborhoods in recent years has created a high 
number of stand-alone unoccupied dwellings and there is early evidence that crime increased in 
their environs; urban planners are beginning to study that issue as a new phenomenon 


e Until there are studies, the neighbors in the area of that lawn must rely on their own 
experience. We are all of us, already eyes on, whenever a neighbor is simply on vacation. 


In closing 


These ideas are much more complex and nuanced than could be described here. But there are certainly 
options to MTA’s original plan: Ask Norfolk, ask Charlotte, ask Portland, ask New York, ask Anaheim, the 
list goes on, and there are as many cities looking for better answers as there are TPSS needing homes. 


We exist as a group only because we want to develop a better option. All suggestions, ideas and help 
are welcome. 


Respectfully submitted, 
Residential Wayne Avenue Group for Purple Line Design Issues 
Group email: _WayneAvenueGroup@Gmail.com 


Cc: Wayne Avenue Group from four civic associations: 
Jean Cavanaugh, President, Seven Oaks Evanswood Civic Assn 
Tom Armstrong, Secretary, Seven Oaks Evanswood Civic Assn 
Alan Bowser, President, Park Hills Civic Assn 
Chris Richardson. Vice President, Park Hills Civic Assn 
Sandra Fair, former President, Park Hills Civic Assn 
Darian Unger, Vice President, East Silver Spring Citizens Assn 
Karen Roper, East Silver Spring Citizens’ Assn, Chair, Land Use, Zoning and DPWT Cmte 
Jonathan Halpern, Sligo Branview Civic Assn Purple Line Coordinator 
Anne Edwards, resident, member of SOECA 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #701 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


=a 


Andy 
Hasselwander 
ahasselwander@gmail.com 


The environmental impact statement seriously underestimates the 
impact of 270 trains per day on the people and wildlife of Montgomery 
County. First of all, the number of birds and small mammals killed by 
trains is not accounted for realistically; in a given day, | have seen 
Orioles, Tanagers, Red Tailed Hawks, Chipmunks, White Tailed Deer, 
Woodchucks--all on the trail. The trains will kill these animals--and cut 
off yet another means of moving from habitat to habitat. Second, the 
noise generated by trains will have a negative impact on the health of all 
residents of the surrounding area. There will be trains keeping people up 
and waking people up, including young children. At a time when Josh 
Starr is talking about opening BCC High School an hour later, we'll be 
running trains through high schoolers’ neighborhoods at 6am. This 
environmental impact statement was clearly a fait accompli. We are 
losing so much for the sake of a train, when there are so many other 
options to accomplish the same thing. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #702 DETAIL 








First Name: Alicia 
Last Name : Fuentes 
Email Address : alicia.fuentes@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Por favor, mantengan el sendero tal como esta, es un lugar de paz para 
el disfrute de todos. jGracias! 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #703 DETAIL 





First Name : Debra 
Last Name : Langford 
Email Address : debradlang@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The FEIS is flawed. The Capital Crescent Trail is an invaluable, 
irreplaceable natural resource. The trail provides an oasis of solitude to 
large numbers of walkers, runners, bicyclists and others. | oppose a 
plan that requires cutting an irreplaceable mature forest inside the 
beltway. The trail should be preserved as parkland. 
C.3 | 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #704 DETAIL 








First Name: Theresa 
Last Name : Eason 
Email Address : EasonDavidB@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | am completely OPPOSED to the proposed Purple Line! This studies 
have been flawed and this inefficient use of mass transit dollars are 
being spent on what will serve very few in this area. The Purple Line 
should be built, as originally proposed, around the city (i.e. aroung the 
beltway) connecting ALL of the metro lines! 


>} ) © 
ho] | ho 


Thank you. 


Theresa Eason 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #705 DETAIL 








First Name : Joann 
Last Name : Stern 
Email Address : jstern12@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Don't destroy the Crescent Trail. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #706 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Elisabeth 
Hogan 
hoganbox@gmail.com 


Daily as | walk on the Capital Crescent Trail north of Bethesda, | see 
the many adults, children and teenagers who use the trail to walk to 
school, bicycle, commute to work, walk their dogs or simply enjoy a 
moment in nature. | wonder where they will exercise and how they will 
commute to work and school once the trail is turned into a one-way path 
alongside train tracks with no canopy of older trees. 


There are plenty of places for cars, busses and trains in our county but 
only one trail which provides safe passage for walkers, runners and 
bikers. Our county should be a leader in looking for ways to increase 
opportunities for exercise and encourage commuting by foot or bike 
rather than making it harder to do so. 


| value public transportation and feel lucky to live close enough to the 
Red Line that our busy family of four does not need a second car as 
many do. | value public transportation but not at the expense of other 
important social goods, namely the public health and environmental well 
being of our county. 


Please reconsider the current Purple Line plan and look for a way to 
preserve the Capital Crescent Trail as it is while solving our important 
transportation challenges. Consider running the light-rail along side an 
existing roadway or using busses instead which can be adapted more 
easily to evolving transportation needs. 


Those who benefit greatly from the unique health and recreational 
opportunities afforded by the trail will thank you in years to come! 


Regards, Elisabeth Hogan 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #707 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Tina 

Slater 

slater.tina@gmail.com 

Thank you for moving the Purple Line along. The Purple Line is an 
infrastructure project that will provide a rapid East/West transit link, 
integrating various transit modes (Metro, MARC, buses). We look 
forward to 


the upcoming decisions on how to finance it and are eager to see the 
construction start! 


Attached is a letter with names of 203 people who support the proposed 
Purple Line station at Wayne & Dale. 


Best Regards, 


Tina & Don Slater 
402 Mansfield Rd 
Silver Spring, MD 20910-5515 


Purple Line.Wayne-Dale Stop.2013 Oct.FEIS Comments.pdf (76 kb) 





To: The Maryland Transit Administration 

From: Tina & Don Slater 

Date: October 21, 2013 

Subject: FEIS Comments on Purple Line -- Support for Wayne & Dale Stop 

cc: County Council, County Executive, District 20 Delegation, Governor O'Malley 


The Purple Line is an infrastructure project that will serve the Maryland suburbs and integrate various 
transit modes for the next 75 years. We look forward to a future that gives us the option to leave the car 
behind. The Purple Line supports our ability to access jobs, visit and shop in downtown Silver Spring 
and elsewhere, travel from Silver Spring to Bethesda in 9 minutes, and attend events/classes at the 
University of Maryland. 


We, the undersigned 203 residents, are writing in strong support of a Purple Line stop at Wayne Ave & 
Dale Drive to be included in the initial construction phase of the Purple Line, rather than at some 


“future”? date. 


A stop at Wayne and Dale would provide: 


e improved, faster transit trips compared to the current bus system 

e independent mobility for people who cannot drive (my neighbor across the street depends on 
transit -- he is legally blind) 

e transportation for older residents who want to “age in place” 
independence for young people to go places without parents serving as “chauffeurs” 

e a convenient stop midway between Wayne/Fenton and Wayne/Manchester Place stops (both 
of these stops are an uphill hike from our neighborhood) 

e better transit access for faculty, staff, students and visitors at two schools (Silver Spring 
International Middle School and Sligo Creek Elementary School) 

e transit access to the Old Blair Auditorium located at corner of Wayne and Dale (design & 


planning is in County CIP budget; target opening is 2017); using transit for events would 
take pressure off parking in the neighborhood 

e neighborhood connections to downtown Silver Spring, Metro Red Line (both Silver Spring 
and Bethesda Metro), all three MARC train lines, Metro Green Line (at College Park) and 
Metro Orange Line (at New Carrollton) 


e easy access to University of Maryland, with two stops on campus 

e a neighborhood stop with more “eyes on the street’ 

e reduced traffic congestion and significant decreases in our carbon footprint 
e enhanced property values 


Thank you for the opportunity to express our views on the Purple Line. 





Sincerely, 
P — on a 
rh os AID a. 2.7 
L441” lI NWA Od J FT 
a1 VIAKAS TYVINYCYOWww 
ee UV 
Tina & Don Slater 
402 Mansfield Rd 


Silver Spring, MD 20910-5515 
301-585-5038 
Slater.tina@ gmail.com 


List of people who want stop at Wayne/Dale for Purple Line — as of 10/21/2013 


CONDoARWN + 


Michael Alexander — 8301 Hartford Ave, SS, MD 20910 
James Anderson — 126 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 
Deanna Anderson — 126 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 
Jeanne Atkinson — 510 Dartmouth Ave, SS, MD 20910 
Amir Bahmani -- 111 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 
Victoria Barrientos -- 115 Croydon Ct, #4, SS, MD 20901 
Jay Barrymore — 503 Deerfield Ave, SS, MD 20910 
Noel Barrymore — 503 Deerfield Ave, SS, MD 20910 
Cassandra Behler 606 Bennington Dr, SS, MD 20910 


. David Behler -- 606 Bennington Ln, SS, MD 20910 

. Jonathan Bernstein— 9224 Kingsbury Dr, SS, MD 20910 
. Rachael Bernstein— 9224 Kingsbury Dr, SS, MD 20910 
. Adele Biancarelli -- 134 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 

. Nicolas Biber - 9039 Sligo Creek Pkwy, #308, SS, MD 20910 
. Marina Botero -- 8204 Nolte Ave, SS, MD 20910 

. Marta Brenden — 419 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Geri Brennan -- 408 Deerfield Ave., SS, MD 20910 

. Duncan Brent -- 8615 Mayfair Pl, SS, MD 20910 

. Liz Brent - 8615 Mayfair Pl, SS, MD 20910 

. Mary Brewer - 8414 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Michael Brewer - 8414 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 
. David Buchholz — 510 Dartmouth Ave, SS, MD 20910 

. William Busis — 608 Deerfield Ave., SS, MD 20910 

. Neko Butler - 103 Croydon Ct, #4, SS, MD 20901 

. Guerino Calemine — 241 Dale, SS, MD 20910 

. Mary Campbell — 522 Dartmouth Ave, SS, MD 20910 

. Sara Cavendish — 8304 Oakford Pl, SS, MD 20910 

. Luke Chenevert -- 182 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 

. Edward Clabault — 404 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Meg Clabault — 404 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Robbie Clabault — 404 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Jill Clark -- 8204 Cedar St, SS, MD 20910 

. Jim Clark — 5802 Nicholson Ln, Apt. 1004, Rockville, MD 20852 
. Patricia Clay — 306 Mansfield, SS, MD 20910 

. Mary Clive -- 143 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 

. Michelle Clive -- 143 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 

. Kris Colby — 615 McNeill Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Heidi Condon -- 403 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. James B. Conklin, Jr. — 721 Dale Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Elizabeth Conklin — 721 Dale Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Alan Constantian - 608 Dale Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Daniel Dancis -- 25 East Wayne Ave, Apt. 711, SS, 20901 
. Adam Daniel - 8416 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Jodi Daniel - 8416 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Sophia Daniel - 8416 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Jonah Daniel - 8416 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Norma Delcid -- 110 Schuyler Rd, #35, SS, MD 20901 

. Abeba Desta - 302 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Mildred Dickerson — 300 Mansfield Rd, SS, 20910 

. Sherwood Dickerson — 300 Mansfield Rd, SS, 20910 

. Sean Dobson -- 506 Dartmouth Ave, SS, MD 20910 

. Leslie Downey — 510 Ashford Rd, SS, MD 20910 


. Phil Downey — 510 Ashford Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Frank Dunn -- 139 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 

. Donna Duquette — 503 Deerfield Ave, SS, MD 20910 

. Jon Elkind — 415 Ellsworth Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Jeff Ensor — 609 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 

. Andrea Erasga -- 110 Schuyler Rd, SS, MD 20901 

. Elisa Espinal -- 102 Croydon Ct, SS, MD 20901 

. Dan Ezell — 8301 Hartford Ave, SS, MD 20910 

. Roni Falk -- 509 Greenbrier Dr, SS 20910 

. Stacy Farrar — 605 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Caroline Frederickson -- 506 Dartmouth Ave, SS, MD 20910 
. Jose Funes -- 139 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 

. Daniel Gaster — 8200 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Mikey Gaster — 8200 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Robin Gaster — 8200 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Nancy Gehman -- 627 Bennington Ln, SS, MD 20910 

. Neil Gladstein -- 516 Ashford Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Eli Glaser -- 2205 Mark Ct., SS, MD 20910 

. Lisa Goldberg —417 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Tonya Gregory -- 108 Schuyler Rd, SS, MD 20901 

. Stefan Gunther —417 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. John Griefer -- 604 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Susan Griefer -- 604 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Ariana Grier -- 415 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Nathaniel Grier — 415 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Leslie Hall -- 608 Deerfield Ave., SS, MD 20910 

. Nerissa Hamilton-vom Baur -- 406 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
. Katie Harkless -- 182 Fleetwood Tr, SS, 20910 

. John Harper -- 509 Greenbrier Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Diana Henao -- 8204 Nolte Ave, SS, MD 20910 

. Sash Hier-Majunder — 410 Deerfield Ave, SS, MD 20910 
. Tina Horstman --- 418 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

. Jeanne Ireland — 514 Ashford Rd, SS, MD, 20910 

. Adam Issenberg — 604 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 

. Chris Johansson -- 634 Wayne Ave, SS, MD 20910 

. Erin Johansson -- 634 Wayne Ave, SS, MD 20910 

. Betsy Johnson — 4413 Ridge St, Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
. Robert Jones — 705 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 

. Eric Juzenas -- 800 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 

. Bella Juzenas -- 800 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 

. Jake Juzenas -- 800 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 
.NorahJuzenas -- 800 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 

. Ed King -- 7981 Eastern Ave., Apt 407, SS, MD 20910 

. Joan King — 7981 Eastern Ave., Apt 407, SS, MD 20910 
. Vicki King -- 8419 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 

. Matthew Kittell - 605 McNeill Rd, SS, MD 20910 

: ia Klauber — 514 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 


Anna Levine -- 104 Dale Dr, SS, MD, 20910 

Elliott Levine -- 104 Dale Dr, SS, MD, 20910 

Jia Li — 605 McNeill Rd, SS, MD 20910 

Jim Lieberman — 8405 Galveston Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Patricia Littiya - 233 Dale Dr, SS, MD 20910 

Gloria Lopez -- 102 Schuyler Rd, SS, MD 20901 
Kathy Lorr - 302 Windsor St, SS, 20910 
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Erin Malone -- 408 Deerfield Ave., SS, MD 20910 

John Malone -- 408 Deerfield Ave., SS, MD 20910 
Reilly Malone -- 408 Deerfield Ave., SS, MD 20910 
Andrew Malone -- 423 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Elizabeth Malone -- 423 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Frank Malone -- 423 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Sarah Malone — 423 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Linda Matthews— 9224 Kingsbury Dr, SS, MD 20910 
Jenny McCartney — 307 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Kevin McCauley -- 401 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Susan McCauley -- 607 Dale Dr Silver Spring MD 20910 
Matt McKeever -- 418 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
John McQuaid — 306 Mansfield, SS, MD 20910 

Hannah McQuaid -- 306 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Matthew McQuaid — 306 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Suzanne Mintz —415 Ellsworth Dr, SS, MD 20910 
Stuart Moore — 9318 Ocala St, SS, MD 

Megan Moriarty — 8215 Schrider St, SS, MD 20910 
Robert Musgrove - 9119 Manchester Rd, SS, MD 20901 
Lorin Obler — 307 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

Jeff O’Connor — 718 Dartmouth Ave, SS, MD 20910 
Kyle O’Connor — 718 Dartmouth Ave, SS, MD 20910 
David Ottalini— 906 Robin Rd, SS, MD 20901 

Louise Peltier -- 109 Croydon Ct., #6, SS, MD 20901 
Rosemary Peterson -- 810 Park Crest Dr, SS 20910 
Joseph Pranio — 305 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Sara Pranio — 305 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

Beth Py-Lieberman — 8405 Galveston Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Joann Ott — 422 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

Seeger Ott-Rudolph — 422 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Cesar Plaza -- 412 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

Jackie Pliskin -- 800 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 

Roger Portillo - 110 Schuyler Rd, Apt 37, SS, MD 20901 
Franca Posner — 709 Woodside Pkwy, SS, MD, 20910 
Marc Posner — 709 Woodside Pkwy, SS, MD, 20910 
Gautham Rao -- 406 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Wyndy Rausenberger — 604 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 
Dan Reed - 401 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

Jane Reeves -- 611 McNeill Rd, SS, MD 20910 

Jim Reeves — 611 McNeill Rd, SS, MD 20910 

Mea Rhee — 815 Bonifant, SS, MD 20910 

Lynn Rhinehart — 516 Ashford Rd, SS, MD 20910 
James Riley -- 514 Mansfield Rd., SS, MD 20910 

Angie Rodrigue -- 111 Croydon Ct, Apt 1A, SS, MD 20901 
Geri Rosenberg - 235 Dale Dr., SS, MD 20910 

Karin Rudolph — 422 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Victor Salazar -- 9215 Flower Ave, SS, MD 20901 

Patsy Santiago - 101 Croydon Ct, SS, MD 20901 

Bill Schauman — 419 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 
Nancy Schweisow — 9734 Glen Avenue SS, MD 20910 
David Schweisow -- 9734 Glen Avenue SS 20910 

Paul Schweisow -- 9013 Sudbury Rd. SS, MD 20901 
Kirsten Schwiesow -- 9734 Glen Avenue, SS, MD 20910 
Paul Seltman — 514 Ashford Rd, SS, MD, 20910 


161. Mary Beth Sheridan — 411 Deerfield Ave, SS, MD 20910 


162. Jen Silber -- 10132 Greenock Rd, SS, MD 20901 

163. Joanna Slaney — 610 McNeill Rd, SS, MD 20910 

164. Don Slater — 402 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

165. Jessica Slater — 402 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

166. Tina Slater — 402 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

167. Will Smith -- 1203 Fidler Lane Apt 1105, SS, MD 20910 
168. Richard Solano -- 8204 Nolte Ave, SS, MD 20910 

169. James Sorrentino --- 172 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 
170. Sophia Sorrentino --- 172 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 
171. Vincent Sorrentino --- 172 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 
172. Kathy Stevens -- 823 Gist Ave, SS, MD 20910 

173. Elise Stigliano -- 172 Fleetwood Tr, SS, MD 20910 

174. William Strein -522 Dartmouth Ave, SS, MD 20910 

175. Rosalyn C. Steward --1203 Fidler Lane Apt 1105, SS, MD 20910 
176. Helen Stuart — 705 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 

177. Emma Stuart — 705 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 

178. Nicole Stuart — 705 Bonifant St, SS, MD 20910 

179. Eyael Suga - 106 Croydon Ct, Apt 8, SS, MD 20901 

180. Neil Sullivan - 303 Windsor St, SS, MD 20910 

181. Christian Sweeney-- 406 Deerfield Ave, SS, MD 20910 
182. Chris Swope — 407 Mansfield Rd, SS MD 20910 

183. Jessica Swope -- 407 Mansfield Rd, SS MD 20910 

184. Alphonsine Tahi -- 106 Croydon Court, Apt 2, SS, MD 20901 
185. Rebecca Tanner — 410 Deerfield Ave, SS, MD 20910 

186. Peter Tantisunthorn -- 8704 Manchester Rd, Apt 7, SS, MD 20901 
187. Francisco Tatiano -- 8419 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 
188. Mariana Tatiano -- 8419 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 
189. Debora Thompson —400 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

190. Shawn Thompson —400 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

191. Tsige Teka -- 102 Schuyler Rd, SS, MD 20901 

192. Diane Tokaji -- 8200 Queen Annes Dr, SS, MD 20910 

193. Bhartesh Tripathi -- 303 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

194. Darian Unger 8204 Cedar St, SS, MD 20910 

195. Michael Ussery -- 607 Dale Dr Silver Spring MD 20910 
196. Jean Walker -- 503 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

197. Josh Walker -- 503 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

198. Mitch Warren — 610 McNeill Rd, SS, MD 20910 

199. Jerry Withers — 206 Dale Dr, SS, MD 20910 

200. Grace Wu -- 412 Mansfield Rd, SS, MD 20910 

201. Daria Zakharova — 241 Dale Dr, SS, MD 20910 

202. Mary Ann Zehr -- 575 Thayer Avenue, #505, SS, MD 20910 


203. Ashley Zielinski -- 401 Mansfield Rd, SS, 20910 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #709 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Paul 
Feldman 
3suns5@gmail.com 


Paul Feldman 
7112 Edgevale St. 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


Home Owner Response to the FEIS 


My home backs to the Capital Crescent Trail, and | am seeking 
mitigation should the proposed Purple Line project be built. 


Trees: we have several mature trees on our property that have grown 
close to our property line at the ROW. If these roots are cut, they will 
likely die from root shock. | ask that any trees that can be conserved are 
carefully shielded from construction, any trees on our property that die 
due to construction, are replaced. 


Survey for Easement and fence: and | discovered my home listed in a 
Post article, saying our property has an easement (storm water.) We 
received no notice, including at a special meeting for our area, where we 
went over each property. They did not mention they planned to access 
the easement and there were no survey markers to show where it is 
exactly. We ask that the project survey the boundaries, then install a 
tall fence at the edge of the easement to provide Visual and noise 
Mitigation along the length of the easement during the construction. 


Wall Height: At the Edgevale - East Bethesda MTA meeting, project 
planners said they would put in 6’ walls in this section of the Capital 
Crescent Trail. The FEIS only says 4’. | believe a taller wall than 6’ 
may be necessary to mitigate the negatively High Visual Impact the 
project will have on our home. A large, reinforced masonry wall 
perhaps 10 feet tall would go a long way to mitigating the extreme noise, 
vibrations and visual impact of a rail line through our small 
neighborhood. 


| expect a higher level of professionalism from all workers on the project. 
| have walked on the Trail recently and saw an MTA employee (I asked) 
smoking cigarettes and spitting on the Trail, while another MTA 
employee walked to a resident’s gate and pushed it open to look around. 
Another instance, an MTA employee (I asked) peeped over our fence 
into our yard and stated to engage with our dogs, then started to try to 
chat with my wife! Perhaps some training needs to be in place, with 
clear expectations.. 


Resectfully, 
Paul Feldman 
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Harry 
Feldman 
harryfeldman@Hotmail.com 


Harry Feldman 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
Oct. 21, 2013 


Response to the FEIS 


| am a high school student at BCC HS and live 5 minutes walk to school 
on the Capital Crescent Trail. | am stunned that the Purple Line project 
will remove so many awesome, huge trees. It will forever change the 
local climate in a terrible way. And it won't take cars off the road! As | 
have grown up during the Great Recession, | am aware that my 
generation will be shouldered with the cost of this boondoggle of a 
project, and I’m not happy about it at all. 


The Purple Line will impact my high school in the economic justice area. 
The noise during construction and the noise of every 3 minute trains 
running at 45 MPH is a huge disadvantage for all students, but 
especially for disadvantaged students. Atleast build a big wall to 
contain all the sound and sight of so many trains. 


B-CC HS, is the smallest HS campus in Montgomery County. Itisa 
crowded, urban, ever-growing comprehensive HS, currently with 4 
classroom pods, with a small addition planned for 2015. However, this 
will mean even less outdoor space, leading to a more intense demand 
for Trail use. Currently, B-CC uses the Trail for training in Physical 
Education classes, track, cross country, football, etc. The loss of tree 
canopy will have a really negative affect on students working out in the 
sun, with no more shade. Please promise to plant more trees to replace 
those that are forced to go. 


Harry Feldman 
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First Name : Cynthia 
Last Name : Schollard 
Email Address : Cschollard@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : We moved to this area particularly because of the Capital Crescent. It 
is an oasis from the traffic and constant movement and noise in this 

9 area. Our children love the path for biking and walking, we use it to bike 
to Bethesda and Georgetown - reducing the traffic on the roads. | 
believe in public transport but the current plan would destroy a wonderful 
part of our current community. The noise and movement the light rail 
E40 would create so close to the capital crescent would destroy the special 

nature of the trail. 
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Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association 


soeca.board@gmail.com 
Resending comments plus 1 appendix. 


Jean Cavanaugh 
Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association 


On Mon, Oct 21, 2013 at 4:14 PM, Seven Oaks / Evanswood Citizens' 
Association <soeca.board@gmail.com> wrote: 


> See attached joint response from Park Hills Civic Association and 
Soe Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring, MD 

os 

> This message was sent on behalf of the Seven Oaks / Evanswood 
Ae clei by Jean Cavanaugh, Association President. 

> 


This message was sent on behalf of the Seven Oaks / Evanswood 
Citizens’ 

Association by Jean Cavanaugh, Association President. 

PL_FEIS joint_resoonse_PHCA_SOECA final_Oct_21_2013-1.paf 
(632 kb) 

Wayne Ave TPSS Appendix 1 for FEIS Oct 2013.pdf (383 kb) 








October 21, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street — Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Contact: Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, soeca.board@gmail.com 
Park Hills Civic Association, melchris@erols.com 


Comments about the Final Environmental Impact Statement from the Park Hills Civic 
Association and the Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association, Silver Spring 


Overview 


Residents of the Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood sections of Silver Spring and East Silver 
Spring, totaling about one thousand households, overwhelmingly support mass transit. We feel 
strongly that if we are to invest a significant sum of public funds to design and build a Purple 
Line light-rail system, one that will permanently impact our natural and built environment in 
profound ways, then it needs to be done right. Our response to the Purple Line Final 
Environmental Impact Statement addresses the following areas of concern: 


e Noise and vibration issues 

e Visual impacts on local environment 

e Traction power substation 

e Watershed impacts on Sligo Creek and Federal Clean Water Act Compliance 
e Loss of mature tree canopy on Wayne / Impacts to school property 

e Future Dale Drive Station 

e Pedestrian and traffic safety challenges 

e Mitigation during construction activity 


For the record, we object to the short timeline for response to the very large, unwieldy and 
technical Purple Line FEIS. The FEIS introduces a lot of new issues that we have not discussed 
nor had time to closely review. 


Our residential neighborhoods straddle the Wayne Avenue corridor between Fenton Street and 
Sligo Creek Parkway in Silver Spring. Our residents and patrons and employees of several 
neighborhood institutions will bear the brunt of the Purple Line’s impact. Our neighborhoods, 
as well as nearby Sligo Branview neighborhood along Wayne Avenue, host the unique stretch of 
the 16-mile rail line where it is proposed that trains will travel close to front doors of homes in 
long-established neighborhoods while sharing lanes with cars on a smaller county road. As 
long-time observers of and participants in the local planning discussions, we are concerned that 
the high quality of investments are not being made equally across the length of the Purple Line 
system. 
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Furthermore, given that portions of Wayne Avenue have been designated “Environmental 
Justice” areas, we ask that the Maryland Transit Administration do more to significantly reduce 
impacts on residents, as well as employ sufficient mitigation measures to offset adverse effects 
including: noise and vibration, visual “noise” of catenary lines, nuisance of a large power 
substation in a tight residential area, watershed degradation and loss of verdant hillside on 
public school property due to road widening, elimination of nearly the entire mature tree 
canopy, loss of private property and right-of-way green space, vulnerability of upzoning for the 
residential area adjacent to a proposed station, potential for road traffic to collide with trains, 
and pedestrian dangers of complex intersections at Dale Drive and Sligo Creek Parkway — 
particularly for children attending the public middle and elementary schools located on Wayne 
Avenue. 


Given that this proposed light-rail line will be the State of Maryland’s first foray into a 
significantly single-family residential community, it is in everyone’s interests that the Purple 
Line serve as a showcase for future light rail projects in sensitive and established 
neighborhoods. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities request the MTA 
establish a working group with residents to meet monthly on design, implementation, 
construction and operation issues, with oversight of its progress outside of Purple Line staff, 
as we embark together on building this new transit system in our region. 


1. Noise & Vibration Issues 


As residents who have attended, and in some cases convened, numerous meetings with the 
MTA Purple Line project team over the past 7 years, it is disconcerting to learn for the first time 
with the release of this FEIS in September of 2013, that noise impacts will extend to “500 feet 
of the planned route, both during construction and once trains began passing by 70 times a 
day,” as pointed out by the Washington Post. It was incumbent upon the State to inform 
residents of these detrimental impacts far earlier. We have had no time to react. 


The same Washington Post article also revealed to local residents new details on the 
construction of the nearby Plymouth tunnel, a process that we are only new told will take 2% 
years and one that will involve considerable noise, particularly during the blasting phase. 


The FEIS does not document the current noise level in our neighborhood, which is very quiet at 
night. We are greatly concerned that too little attention was given in the FEIS technical report 
on the overall problem of noise with which we will have to live for decades; a total of only four 
sentences to address noise avoidance and minimization — a major quality-of-life issue for the 
hundreds of Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood residents who live within 500 feet of the 
Purple Line, to wit: 


e Given the steep grade of slope for one half mile on Wayne Avenue, as well as degree of 


curvature, wheel squeal is inevitable to some degree and a legitimate concern, and that 
is so identified by MTA. There are measures that can be used to minimize wheel squeal 
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that involve track lubrication (as in San Diego’s light rail, as well as Seattle’s system); 
however, as pointed out by Gary Erenrich from Montgomery County’s Department of 
Transportation, “it is unlikely that lubricating systems will be utilized on road surfaces 
that involve mixed traffic on a grade.” .” That the County has already ruled out one of 
the only known remedies for wheel squeal known to be effective, and MTA knew for 
some time that it is ruled out for shared lanes on Wayne, this extremely serious 
consequence for residents should be addressed in depth in any FEIS but MTA gives it no 
attention whatsoever. This is engineering, this is environmental impact on thousands of 
residents, and it is a glaring absence in this FEIS. 

e tis discouraging to learn, in an independent assessment from a professional 
engineering firm, that, (1) “the MTA analysis contains a highly questionable assumed 
benefit from vehicle skirts” and, (2) “over time, wheels can get ‘flat’ and tracks can 
become rough due to ‘rolling contact fatigue’ - thus, without rigorous maintenance (e.g., 
wheel ‘truing’ and rail ‘grinding’), light rail noise can increase 5-10 dBA. Continued 
community attention is reasonable.” This same engineer concluded that, “if wheel 
squeal is properly addressed in the design process and maintained when the system is in 
operation, wheel squeal is a solvable problem.” 

e Finally, given that the tracks will be unheated, we are also concerned about the 
potential need to run the Purple Line continuously through the night during winter so 
that frozen precipitation does not adversely/prohibitively affect performance. 


Our communities request a high level of attention to Purple Line noise; this is a fundamental 
quality of life issue for our residents. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood need special 
assistance with wheel squeal on Wayne Avene - particularly eastbound between Cedar Street 
and where the road approaches Sligo Creek where braking and negotiating the curves on the 
downhill will cause severe squeal - since lubrication of the tracks in mixed traffic is not an 
option. Sound barrier walls are also not an option. At the very minimum, the Purple Line will 
have to travel very slowly through the Wayne Avenue corridor. If the Purple Line is funded 
through a Public Private Partnership (P3) mechanism, contract requirements must include the 
rigorous maintenance required to keep wheel noise to a minimum, and specific speed level 
requirements. 


Additional noise from the “future” Dale Drive Station will adversely impact nearby neighbors. 
At least seventy trains are expected to stop at the station daily on each side, which will add to 
the noise from train signals and announcements. Special care must be taken to reduce both 
the sound of announcements, and arrival and departure signals that will impact the single 
family homes directly adjacent to the station, as well as the hundreds of homes within a half 
mile radius. Acceptable noise levels for both the construction and operation of the Purple Line 
must meet not Federal standards as indicated in the FEIS, but the stricter more realistics 
standards of Montgomery County. We request a full review of noise mitigation options. 


2. Visual Impacts on Local Environment 
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MTA categorizes the Wayne Ave corridor a “high impact” area which means the visual impact of 
the Purple Line and its infrastructure will cause “an extensive change to the visual character” of 
our neighborhood. 


The presence of catenary wires and their extensive supporting infrastructure, including power 
substations and their concomitant industrial strength, long, and high fencing truck-sized access 
for maintenance, will significantly degrade the visual environment of our residential, tree 
canopied, single family detached home neighborhood. Our neighborhoods are in the VAU-4 
area in the FEIS. 


MTA, after five years of engineering work, does not address, in the FEIS, visual impact 
mitigation for our high visual impact neighborhood, although it has done visual mitigation work 
in other sections of the route. Our neighborhoods expect stipulation if there is approval of this 
FEIS that MTA must remedy the visual impact in this VAU-4 area with comparable investment in 
budget and skill that it has expended for years in other sectors. 


MTA renderings of the Purple Line on Wayne Avenue do not adequately or realistically capture 
the negative visual impact wrought by the light-rail line and its attendant hardware. We 
request MTA revisit options for a catenary-free systems like ones that are being employed in 
Europe and Asia. If a catenary system is used, we would like to see substantial investment by 
the County and State to minimize the effect of catenary wires. 


The following visual impacts have neither been depicted on MTA drawings or maps, nor 
addressed with specific mitigation plans for residents in any aggregate matter. Most were 
discovered by residents only on September 7, 2013 when the FEIS volumes were released, and 
the existence of these items is buried in the data in the voluminous engineering conceptual 
drawings. 


We urge that MTA is required to create visually accurate visuals depicting Wayne Avenue 
with the Purple Line and its infrastructure, showing how it will treat and mitigate, for the 
residences facing Wayne Avenue, the following elements which only appeared publicly in the 
FEIS fine print: 


e Actual width of Wayne Avenue with Purple Line, showing before and after, when it is all 
built; 


e Where, how many, and what kind of, Catenary Upright Poles and their wires, along 
residential Wayne Avenue in terms of frequency, color, height, placement; 


e Whether catenary wires and new traffic signals are anchored to the sides of the street 
(in front yards) for the entire residential length of Wayne or are on a high chrome 
trusses across the street (which would also be anchored in front yards); 
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Whether new traffic lights will span Wayne on large and high metallic trusses as 
happens for the light rail all around Baltimore, but unlike anything in this residential, 
verdant neighborhood; 


New “retaining walls” all the way along Wayne Avenue which appear in detail on some 
MTA blueprints but have not been discussed with residents; 


“New Signalized Pedestrian Crosswalks” MTA includes in its FEIS Chapter 4, 4.19.5 for 
residential Wayne Avenue, but never talked about with residents; 


Unacceptable clear-cutting of the scarce tree canopy along this Environmental Justice 
area on Wayne Avenue, the “before and after” all the old trees are removed, because — 
according to some MTA documents -- the MTA will destroy all trees along the route; 
MTA should revisit the Wayne Avenue route with the County’s ROW arborist and 
identify trees to save, which is possible with attentive planning; 


Sparse canopy for the next 20 years: MTA has never shown a tree replacement plan, 
actual heights of replacement trees, if and where they will be planted, plan for replacing 
those that don’t survive which statistics show are usually about 1 in 3, and what the 
route will look like in the next few decades, as it will take 15-20 years for any canopy to 
grow back; 


A half mile of new bright street lights all along residential Wayne resulting in powerful 
light pollution for residents and the seniors’ residential community that front the street; 


Dark spots where pedestrians are on foot approaching bright stations; 


The before and after plan for Sligo Creek Cabin Park and its trees and the rerouting of 
Sligo Creek itself; 


Significant change along Wayne Avenue for curbs and storm drainage along Wayne 
Avenue; 


Treatment of and impact on the more than 45 private driveways along Wayne Avenue; 


Retaining walls on school property and in front of single family homes. 


We support the Art in Transit program where appropriate in our neighborhoods. We also urge 
MTA to work closely with the Montgomery County Planning Department in redesigning the 
bridge over Sligo Creek to improve aesthetics that will mark this gateway to Silver Spring and 
homage to the natural feature of Sligo Creek and Sligo Creek Park. 


3. Traction Power Substation Nuisance 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities strongly urge MTA to move the traction 
power substation (TPSS) from its proposed site on Wayne Avenue at Cloverfield Road to 
another less residential location, and to bury that substation. 
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Given the significant expenditures that MTA is willing to make for other communities along the 
Purple Line (e.g., the optional $40-50 million overpass at Connecticut Avenue, sound baffling 
along the Capital Crescent Trail, two golf cart underpasses for the Columbia Country Club), we 
find the proposal to locate a traction power substation on Wayne Avenue near Cloverfield Road 
and “disguise” it with a high wall or “fake house” to be highly inadequate, particularly with 
respect to this residential area that MTA categorizes as a “design sensitive area.” 


We are pleased that County Executive Ike Leggett and our 5" District Councilmember Valerie 
Ervin support residents’ desire to see this power substation relocated and buried. There is a 
growing movement among planners nationwide that substations and their settings must 
become more “neighborhood-friendly,” or power substations will never be let into established 
neighborhoods. 


We are encouraged that MTA has engaged the Residential Wayne Avenue Working Group on 
Purple Line Design — representatives from four adjacent civic associations whose boundaries 

run along or near Wayne Avenue — on the issue of relocating the power substation. We have 
been waiting since April 2013 for assessment of power substation location options. 


We endorse the study and recommendations by the Wayne Avenue Working Group on Purple 
Line Design calling for the traction power substation to be moved from the 
Cloverfield/Greenbrier location and buried, attached as Appendix 1 to this response. 


4. Watershed Impacts on Sligo Creek and Federal Clean Water Act Compliance 


Given the increased impervious surface due to road widening, as well as the installation of the 
paved hiker/biker “Green Trail” — in combination with significant loss of tree canopy along the 
Wayne Avenue corridor (see section below), the Purple Line route through the Sligo Creek 
watershed must be carefully designed and constructed through close coordination with M- 
NCPPC Montgomery County Planning Department environmental staff, Department of 
Environmental Protection, Department of Permitting Services stormwater and sediment control 
permit review, with oversight and coordination from the Maryland Department of the 
Environment and Department of Natural Resources in order to fully comply with federal Clean 
Water Act mandates. 


Montgomery County DEP is charged locally with administering the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit Program, an 
EPA regulatory program administered in Maryland by the Maryland Department of the 
Environment . The program is intended to reduce and eliminate pollution from rainfall runoff, 
which flows through storm drain systems to local streams, ponds, and other waterways. 
Specifically, the goal of the MS4 Permit program is to restore and maintain the chemical, 
physical, and biological integrity of the nation's waters, as defined in the Clean Water Act, by 
controlling previously uncontrolled sources of pollution across the landscape that are 
transported by rainfall runoff or stormwater. 
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Sligo Creek, in particular, is subject to pollutant loading limits defining maximum amounts of 
pollutants that it can receive in order to meet water quality standards. MTA must work with 
DEP and the Montgomery County Planning Department to assure compliance with federally 
mandated Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) allowed under the Clean Water Act. During 
tunnel construction at Manchester and Wayne, bridge construction over Sligo Creek on 
Wayne, Best Management Practices and additional measures must be taken to completely 
control sediment and erosion, as well as restricting the flow of toxins, trash, and other 
materials that will impair Sligo Creek beyond the TMDLs set by the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


Moving beyond the construction phase, use of “green tracks,” including infiltration under the 
tracks, in sensitive areas such as Sligo Creek will work to reduce heavy metals, salt, organic 
molecules, and nutrients from entering the creek. 


According to Doug Redmond, Natural Resources Manager for the County’s Department of 
Parks, the environmental impact of mature tree loss, and their protective shade which helps 
keep temperatures cooler, can be significant. In addition to the environmental harm caused by 
the loss of tree canopy, imperviousness is probably the biggest single negative impact on an 
urban watershed: rainfall tends to run off into streams, with the water being warm and dirty. 
The good news is that under Maryland’s Stormwater Management Act of 2007, the 
requirement for stormwater management and sediment control for projects has changed its 
focus. Asa result of the Purple Line project, there will be an opportunity to implement 
stormwater management practices that are presently absent. Additionally, Park Hills and Seven 
Oaks Evanswood residents will monitor - under the watchful eye of the County and State, we 
expect - the relocation of Sligo Creek both 180 feet upstream and downstream of the Wayne 
Avenue bridge. 


We will also be depending on the Maryland Department of Natural Resources to ensure that 
MITA’s project plans will comply with the statutory and regulatory requirements of the 
Maryland Scenic and Wild Rivers Act to assure that the Purple Line will not jeopardize the 
scenic value of the Sligo Creek stream valley. 


5. Loss of Mature Tree Canopy on Wayne / Impacts to School Property 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood greatly value our tree canopy for its aesthetics, health 
benefits, air cleaing, noise absorbing and stormwater management functions. 


According to MTA representative Mike Madden in October 2010, MTA had not yet counted the 
number of trees that would be removed along the Wayne Avenue corridor, stating that the tree 
inventory would be done during the Preliminary Engineering phase. However, in July 2013 
when asked at a community meeting about tree canopy loss, MTA declined to present the 
inventory. “We would like to present this information to the group at a future meeting,” MTA 
officials said. Our tree canopy is a major visual characteristic of our neighborhoods. We urge 
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MTA to start now to implement a local native canopy trees replacement plan to at least 
partially mitigate what will be a huge loss to our community. 


We are also deeply saddened that the reconfiguration of the parking lot at the Silver Spring 
International Middle School will result in additional loss of tree canopy — green space that is 
enjoyed daily by students, parents, and teachers. Once again, we encourage MTA to release 
tree removal and replanting plans now to mitigate tree loss on MCPS property, ROW, and 
private property. 


Montgomery County has recently passed legislation reflecting the replacement value of mature 
trees. We would like to see MTA go beyond required replacement minimums to mitigate for 
specimen tree loss throughout the ROW and on parkland. MTA, in removing valuable and 
irreplaceable mature tree canopy, must focus on planting native canopy trees to eventually 
mitigate that loss. If the Purple Line is funded through a Public Private Partnership (P3) 
arrangement, the contract requirements must include planting and monitoring of trees over a 
three year period, until the survivability of each tree is ascertained. 


It is important to point out that road widening is only one reason for the loss of trees on Wayne 
Avenue; the paved hiker/biker “Green Trail” is the other. The Residential Wayne Avenue 
working group has introduced the idea to county planners of planting new native canopy 
trees now, and to also look into planting on private lawns, where owners welcome the idea 
of hosting a tree. MTA should also fund removal of stumps so as to allow for additional tree 
planting. We will continue to work with MTA and the County on ways to minimize tree loss 
along Wayne Avenue. 


6. Future Dale Drive Station 


Montgomery County councilmembers affirmed that a station at Dale Drive would not be 
constructed without “community consensus.” Councilmembers did not define “consensus” or 
establish a method for collecting that consensus. We urge MTA to work with the Montgomery 
County Council to fund and collect data that will reflect community support — or a lack 
thereof - for a Dale Drive Station before determining whether to build that station. 


The Purple Line Functional Master Plan’s key features of the Dale Drive Station concept plan 
include: 


e there is no intent or desire to change the zoning in the single-family residential 
neighborhoods in and around the Wayne Avenue/Dale Drive intersection, if a station is 
established at this location in the future; 


e the station is not included in initial construction phase; the timing of implementation to 
be determined; 


e platform in median of Wayne Avenue; and 
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e access for walk-up users and persons with disabilities only. 


One major downside to the proposed plan is that four stations in quick succession from the 
Silver Spring Transit Center in the space of only about a mile and a half, combined with the 
route traveling comingled with traffic along a road with many intersections, residences facing 
the train, an elementary and middle school, will negatively impact the speed of the light-rail 
line. 


A much larger downside to the proposed Dale Drive station is that the surrounding residential 
area would then be vulnerable to upzoning given that, as a current practice, high density 
around transit stops is desired to maximize both ridership and public investment in a major 
transit line. We are encouraged by both the County’s Purple Line Functional Master Plan and 
District 5 Councilmember Valerie Ervin’s assertion on behalf of County Council that, “there is no 
intent or desire” to develop the area around the proposed Dale station. Nevertheless, County 
residents have been given such assurances in the past regarding upzoning, only to see them 
forgotten. For this reason, the Residential Wayne Avenue working group will continue to work 
with County Council and Montgomery Planning Department staff to enact protective measures 
to ensure that the area around Dale and Wayne retains its single-family home residential 
character. 


7. Pedestrian & Traffic Safety Challenges 


Wayne Avenue is the only section of the Purple Line where it is proposed that trains will run on 
the street while sharing lanes with cars. In Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities, 
Wayne Avenue runs for about a half mile from a commercial area in downtown Silver Spring, 
past single family homes, a multiunit retirement community of nearly 200 active seniors and 
staff, a public middle school and elementary school, 45 driveways to single family homes, and a 
very well used county park. Multiple county agencies oversee slices of these issues, but MTA 
has responsibility for the overall pie and has yet to offer a coordinated presentation of the 
aggregate pedestrian and traffic safety plan for all of these pieces. 


Our first concern is the safety of our children, and the children of neighboring communities who 
traverse Wayne Avenue to go to school or downtown Silver Spring. Many of the children of Park 
Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood, in addition to those from other communities along the Purple 
Line’s route, will cross Purple Line tracks or walk next to the tracks most days of the week while 
commuting to or from either Sligo Creek Elementary School or Silver Spring International 
Middle School. The County has suggested “safety fencing” all along the street, but the 
residents want other options rather than even more walls and hardware in our residential area. 
MTA must work with Montgomery County Public Schools (MCPS) to implement a Purple Line 
safety education program for all children in the two schools in our neighborhood. 


Given the challenge and danger of having to cross the Purple Line, the Green Trail, local buses, 


and Dale Drive traffic, MCPS recommends consideration of a controlled signal intersection and 
using the best and most protective pedestrian safety engineering at Wayne Avenue and Dale 
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Drive. Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood residents have also been informed that MTA, in 
conjunction with Montgomery County Park & Planning and the County Department of 
Transportation, has developed a working relationship with MCPS and already convened a 
number of meetings with representatives from both schools to work out various planning 
challenges related to the Purple Line — such as bus movements before and after school, 
automobile traffic at drop-off/pick-up times, and parking space for school staff. Park Hills and 
Seven Oaks residents are very concerned, however, that sidewalks along both sides of Wayne 
Avenue be given buffers to prevent pedestrians from being forced to walk immediately next to 
a widened road carrying vehicular traffic and a light-rail train. 


Our communities are also concerned that the FEIS Transportation chapter neglects discussion 
of physical changes required for safety. We request MTA research and report on the maximum 
safe speed for the Purple Line on Wayne Avenue by providing data from the experience of 
other cities where light rail shares lanes, as the Purple Line will pass dozens of street front 
homes, 45 private driveways, seven neighborhood side streets, several churches, stores, parks, 
bus stops, schools as discussed above, a multi-unit resident for seniors, on a steeply sloped and 
curved, highly traveled road. Research is critical to determine a speed safe for sudden braking 
while traveling downhill on Wayne Avenue with a fully loaded train, in the event a child or out 
of control cyclist from the bike path suddenly appears in the road. These safety details are not 
covered in the FEIS. 


Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities would like to know if State or Federal law 
requires crossing gates at certain or all intersections, as are used in Baltimore. If crossing gates 
must be used, what is the noise level, infrastructure footprint, and physical space needed? Will 
additional traffic signals be installed on Wayne Avenue to better manage cross traffic? 


We would like to see a discussion of these pedestrian and traffic safety questions in the FEIS: 


e How will MTA manage pedestrian crossings which are now at uncontrolled 
intersections? 

e Specifically, residents and employees of the Springvale Terrace retirement home must 
access the Ride On bus stop on the east side of Wayne Avenue at Springvale Road. 
Now, they cross at their peril at a marked but uncontrolled pedestrian crosswalk. How 
will MTA manage that pedestrian crossing? 

e Where will other pedestrian crosswalks be placed on Wayne Avenue and what 
additional new pedestrian safety technology will be used? 

e How does traffic moves if a car, truck or bus breaks down on Wayne Avenue. 

e Will there be a system of fast response and removal in place? 

e The same applies for trains breaking down. How will those trains be moved, and to 
where? 

e What is the MTA requirement for train operators to hit their “warning clang” when 
vehicles, bicycles or pedestrians come too close to the train? 
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With increased traffic jams expected during construction and, at the least, early operation of 
the Purple Line, MTA must work with MCDOT and the Planning Department to protect the 
interior streets of single family home neighborhoods on either side of Wayne Avenue from cut- 
through traffic which is trying to circumvent heavy traffic. New “left turn lanes” may divert 
traffic off of Wayne Avenue onto Cedar Street and Dale Drive. MTA should work with County 
Department of Transportation to assess and propose traffic calming measures such as curb 
bump outs, speed tables or other devices that will discourage cut through traffic while keeping 
neighborhood residents and their children safe. 


8. Mitigation During Construction Activity 


We have the following general comments about the impact of Purple Line construction as they 
affect the Park Hills and Seven Oaks — Evanswood neighborhoods. 


Temporary Construction Activities. We request that MTA use vacant or publicly-owned 
property, rather than privately-owned and developed property, for temporary construction 
activities. Moreover, we request that MTA restore properties affected through a temporary 
easement to an acceptable pre-construction condition following construction activities. We 
further request that, during construction that MTA provide parking facilities for County, MTA 
and contractor employees in a location or locations that do not adversely affect the quality of 
life of our residents. 


Community Facilities within the Study Area. With regard to the significant public and private 
facilities — Sligo Creek Elementary School, Silver Spring International Middle School, Springvale 
Senior Community, and St. Michael’s church — within our neighborhoods, we request that 
there be regular and timely communication between the project contractor, MTA and other 
government agencies about any project activities that might adversely impact these facilities, 
with particular attention to the noise, vibration, traffic and construction impacts of construction 
activities. We would like to be kept timely informed of plans for the reconstruction of 
roadways, bicycle lanes, and the addition of new sidewalks 


Proposed Staging Areas. With regard to the Proposed Staging Areas, we request that these 
areas be properties that will be acquired for the project. 


Visual Assessment Units (VAU) (4-80). Because the Park Hills - Seven Oaks/Evanswood 
communities will be highly impacted by the project and as they considered an area of visual 
sensitivity, we request that the project contractor and the MTA use all means to improve the 
visual character of the project area, during construction and during project operations. We 
support the proposed use of the Art-In-Transit program to enhance key elements of the project. 


Noise Sources Related to LRT Vehicle Operations (4-107). We request that MTA keep the 


community informed about its progress towards developing a a Bell & Horn Policy for the 
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Purple Line that would impact the Park Hills and Seven Oaks Evanswood communities. We 
would request a policy that both maximizes safety of our residents and visitors, but one that 
also takes into account the residential nature of our neighborhoods. 


Noise During Construction. We request that MTA require the project contractor to take the 
following steps to minimize noise and vibration during construction: 


e Notify the community of all blasting operations well before the activities commence. 

e Schedule blasting or pile driving activities during hours that would least impact residents 

e Divert heavy equipment and construction equipment movements away from sensitive 
receptors by utilizing roadways that contain a limited number of residential or sensitive 
structures. 

e Hire a Blasting Consultant with adequate experience in performing controlled blasting. 

e Set vibration limits for blasting 

e Monitor the vibration of each blast. 

e Conduct test blasts prior to full production blasts. 

e Conduct pre-construction survey and post-construction survey in sensitive areas. 


With regard to Project Construction (4-109), we urge 


e MTA to conduct construction activities ONLY during the daytime 

e Conduct truck loading, unloading and hauling operations in a manner that minimizes 
noise. 

e Route construction equipment and other vehicles carrying spoil, concrete, or other 
materials over routes that would cause the least disturbance to residents in the vicinity 
of the activity. 

e Locate site stationary equipment away from residential areas to the extent reasonably 
feasible with the site/staging area 

e Employ the best available control technologies to limit excessive noise when working 
near residences. 


Hazardous Materials 4.16 (4-134). According to MTA, in addition to impacts resulting from pre- 
existing contamination in the study area, the operation and the maintenance of the Purple Line 
could be associated with petroleum releases from the equipment and materials associated with 
the project. To this end, we request that MTA should release timely and publicly information on 
hazardous material encountered during construction, as well as information regarding the 
release of hazardous materials during operations. Moreover, MTA and the project contractor 
should take all possible means to secure any hazardous materials associated with construction 
or project operations so that they will not be a danger to the community. The Park Hills/Seven 
Oaks — Evanswood communities request that they be kept regularly informed about the storage 
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and use of hazardous materials in the Wayne Avenue corridor or anywhere in the project area 
adjacent to the Park Hills/Seven Oaks-Evanswood communities. 


Conclusion 


It is important to note that this is the first time MTA is building a light-rail line on shared streets 
through a single-family residential community. It is our fervent hope that the Purple Line serves 
as a showplace light-rail system. The Purple Line must be designed and constructed with great 
care devoted to all of the aesthetic, environmental, traffic calming, safety, noise abatement 
measures raised in our report. Otherwise, we fear that the Purple Line will result in a degraded 
Wayne Avenue corridor, which is turn will degrade the quality of life for the many nearby 
residents. We foresee the construction of other future light-rail projects in similarly sensitive 
residential areas, and it is critical that Maryland invest enough money, effort, and resources 
into the Purple Line so that other communities will want to emulate the example in Silver 
Spring. 


Very sincerely yours, 


Park Hills Civic Association Seven Oaks Evanswood Citizens Association 
Alan Bowser, President Jean Cavanaugh, President 

Chris Richardson, Vice-President Michael Gurwitz, Vice President 

Paul Guinnessy, Secretary Tom Armstrong, Secretary 

Leslie Kramer Downey, Treasurer Bill Kaupert, Treasurer 
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For the Purple Line 


Proposed by the Maryland Department of Transportation 


Introduction 


John M. Fitzgerald, Christine Real de Azua, Dedun Ingram and Center 
for Sustainable Economy (CSE) hereby offer the following comments on 
the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the proposed 
Purple Line Project. John M. Fitzgerald, Christine Real de Azua and 
Dedrun Ingram are individuals residing in the area affected by the Purple 
Line Project whose interests will be harmed by the project in a number of 
ways: the project will diminish the quality and the extent of their use and 
enjoyment of their homes on Elm Street, the street paralleling that 
portion the proposed Purple Line Capital Crescent Trail, the trail which 
they use often for recreation and fitness, Elm Street, Leland Center and 
Rock Creek Parks and the species, services and features thereof. 
Fitzgerald and Real de Azua are also active members of Center for 
Sustainable Economy. 


Center for Sustainable Economy is a non-profit advocate for the 
transition to an economy based on principles of social, environmental, 
and economic sustainability. CSE has active members who reside in and 
around the project area who will be harmed by the loss of aesthetic, 
historic, ecological, and economic resources of urban forests, streams, 
and open spaces. CSE also has an interest in protecting these green 
infrastructure elements for their benefits in reducing water quality 
management costs downstream and generating a host of ecosystem 
services of great benefit to surrounding communities. 


The Maryland State Department of Transportation is planning to seek 
Federal and private funding to build and operate a light railroad across 
Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties just north of the District of 
Columbia. It would cross Rock Creek Park and negatively and 
permanently affect Rock Creek Park, several other parks, forests, 
migratory birds, and the Rock Creek watershed that contains a highly 
endangered species, the Hay’s Spring amphipod. This small crustacean 
is a key part of the ground water and creek ecosystems, turning leaves 
into nutrients for other species. It is highly sensitive to water pollution of 
the sort expected to be generated by the construction and operation of 
the Purple Line. 


The primary publicly stated purpose for building the Purple Line, 
and for routing over the path of a former railroad and a hiking and biking 
trail is to alleviate east-west traffic congestion and strengthen east-west 
transit between College Park and Bethesda. However, the unstated, 
underlying driving force for the proposal is to enable large-scale 
residential and commercial development at Connecticut Avenue and 
along the Capitol Crescent Trail mainly to Silver Spring and to provide 
those new residents with access to Bethesda that is easier than taking a 
walk, a bike, a bus, a pedal cab or motor cab or a new dedicated bus 
line. Any of these could cost much less and lead to less net pollution 
and risk to the communities affected. 


The direct cost to taxpayers of the construction can be measured 
in millions of dollars and five years of interruptions. The indirect, 
unavoidable costs of construction and operation include the lost 
opportunities to pay within existing tax rates for projects that are already 
built, and for several already planned as well as the potential losses 
inherent in an undrafted contract with private partners. 


Maryland has committed similar errors in recent years primarily 
driven by one major private developer and for which citizens are still 
paying in the form of higher taxes, lost opportunities and lost 
ecosystems. A prime example is the InterCountyConnector, as set out 
in Bethesda Magazine in September 2013, for which traffic and revenue 
have turned out to be far lower than projected, and for which costs 
escalated from the initial estimate of $1 billion to as much as $4 billion 
including interest payments[1] --payments which are still today draining 
the State’s Transportation Trust Fund. 


In these comments we outline several fatal flaws in the 
Environmental Impact Statement for the Purple Line. The project 
proponent and the State may believe that the EIS standards need not be 
met due to an attempted waiver for similar projects in the 2012 Highway 
Act that has not yet been tested in court as applied to this project in 
particular. That waiver, however, does not waive the Federal and state 
requirements that such proponents comply with other laws and state 
fully, and without misleading or withholding, in any EIS or other such 
statements , all information relevant to government permits or funding. 
This a fails to meet that standard and places all agencies relying on it 
at risk. 


Therefore, should the objections raised in these comments not 
be satisfactorily addressed in the near future, we will have to considering 
further action, beginning with a sixty days’ notice of the intent of 
coauthors to sue to uphold the laws affected and prevent harm to the 
resources, wildlife, and people that the Purple Line project puts at risk. 


Main Points 


1) There are serious flaws in the EIS, including the failure to disclose 
the presence of a highly endangered species, the Hay’s Spring 
amphipod, Stygobromus hayi, downstream in Rock Creek Park, which, 
through required interagency consultation by the Federal funding 
agency, and possible litigation by concerned citizens, including the 
coauthors of these comments, is likely to alter and/or delay and increase 
the cost of the project; 


2) The EIS understates the extent and cost of the loss of tree canopy 
and natural green space and of its stormwater runoff and air and water 
pollution reduction, shade-providing, noise and wind buffering, and other 
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environmental services. 


3) The above-ground option for the Purple Line would result in the 
degradation of Parks, in violations of Section 4(f) Park Protections in the 
Transportation Act — that are beyond the legal limit of De Minimus; and 
in hazards to school children -- from Nursery through High School -- that 
are beyond cavalier. 


4) Migratory Bird Treaty Act — Some potential impacts and potentially 
illegal bird kills are ignored. 


5) The Environmental Compliance Plan is not included as it is not yet 
developed — Proposed zoning changes and ensuing development 
associated with the Line are also not covered. Therefore the impact of 
the actions cannot be assessed based on this EIS and the EIS is 
inadequate as an legal assessment or as a basis for prior informed 
consent or decision-making per se. 


In addition: 


6) Key elements of any binding contract between public and private 
partners for the construction and operation of the Line are obviously not 
yet available nor ready for inclusion in the "request for qualifications" that 
will be sent out and lead to a joint application for that Federal funding; 


7) Many other elements of the environmental and economic 
performance that will be required by State and Federal law in order to 
obtain Federal and state funding, including the Compliance Plan, are 
mere guesses at this stage, while the numbers have been arrayed so as 
to cast the project in the best light, which barely made it over the Federal 
standard for such matches at an earlier stage; and 


8) Many better alternatives for inner east-west flow 
improvements are available (yet not assessed fully) and the costs of 
pursuing this one opportunity would preclude all of those and many other 
worthy transportation projects meeting additional and more pressing 
needs at lower risk and lower cost. 


Discussion of Main Points 


1) The EIS admits an impact on wetlands but ignores key wetlands and 
a highly endangered wetlands-dependent species. 


The EIS admits that a Section 404 Clean Water Act permit will be 
required due to the apparent impact on wetlands but appears to ignore 
the impacts on some wetlands such as Coquelin Run in Chevy Chase 
and completely omits the threat to a highly endangered species 
downstream. 


The EIS does not disclose that a wetlands-dependent 
endangered species, the Hay’s Spring amphipod, has its only known 
population in and near Rock Creek. Rock Creek and its many tributaries 
to it, will have their sediment loads and pollutant loads increased for five 
years in all likelinood due to construction of the Purple Line. It is 
probable that Rock Creek’s sediment and pollution loads will be 
increased to some extent for a considerably longer period. 


Sediment and pollution were cited as primary threats to the 
endangered Hay’s Spring amphipod and a potentially more rare relative, 
Kenk’s amphipod, in the official Endangered Species Bulletin of the US 
Fish and Wildlife Service (which summarized scholarly articles and 
recent grants to the Maryland Department of Natural Resources for 
status surveys). See 


http://www.fws.gov/ENDANGERED/bulletin/2002/01 -02/08-09.paf; 
The report stated: 


Obvious vulnerability comes from the narrow distribution in the 
specialized subterranean habitat, and threats come from potential 
groundwater pollution. The urban area surrounding the park poses 
potential risks due to toxic spills (Such as oil and gas), nonpoint source 
inputs (such as fertilizers and pesticides), land disturbances, sewer 
leaks, and excessive stormwater flows that might adversely affect 
groundwater. Except for parklands, additional potential habitat where 
Hay’s Spring amphipod populations may have occurred in the District 
has largely been lost to development. 


Another vulnerable species, Kenk’s amphipod (Stygobromus kenki), 
occurs in Rock Creek Park in two other springs and may be more rare 
than the Hay’s Spring amphipod.[2] 


Construction may cause rock fractures — allowing increased pollution of 
ground water downstream affecting the amphipod and possible leaks 
into the stations on the Metro Red Line 


The 2009 letter in the appendices of the EIS, received from 
David Hayes of the DOI -- (the Regional Transportation Liaison, rather 
than the Deputy Secretary of the same name) notes that rock fractures 
from construction of the purple line could make leaks of water already 
occurring into the Red Line of the Metro system worse, leading to more 
shut downs in service or greater expenses for additional pumps, etc. 


The potential problems brought on by increasing fractures in 
underground rock layers seemed not to be addressed in the Final EIS 
and it presents a serious risk not only on the Metro Stations the Purple 
Line is intended to serve but also to the Hay’s Spring amphipod which 
depends on clean ground water as a major part of its habitat. New 
fractures in rock formations along the train tracks would likely lead to the 
leaching of hazardous wastes near ground level at various sites along 
the right of way, as marked in the maps of the EIS, that may have to 
date been contained by uncompromised or un-cracked layers of rock. 
That may result in the pollution of bodies of water near the waste sites, 
such as the pond and stream on the Chevy Chase Country Club 
adjacent to the hazardous waste site at the dry cleaners at the junction 
of the trail and Connecticut Avenue. Ironically, that is the lot that is at 
the center of the complex of buildings that is driving the proposal to route 
the Purple Line through the Capitol Crescent Trail. Therefore, the 
residents of the site may share with the birds, fish, snails and amphipods 
that depend on this water the increased levels of hazardous air and 
water pollution stirred up by the construction of the Purple Line. 


The law cannot permit an agency action to jeopardize any listed 
species. There is hardly a better definition of jeopardy to a listed 
species within the realm of likely impacts in or near the District than the 
impact on wetlands and water set out, however incompletely, in the EIS. 
This potential negative affect upon a listed species, and in this case, 
rising to the point of jeopardizing the continued existence of a listed 
species due to the impact on the only known population on earth, calls 
for a biological assessment by the action agency and a formal biological 
opinion in return from the FWS before any Federal funds can be 
expended or irretrievably committed, and similarly requires a formal 
incidental taking statement or permit before any non-federal action 
affecting the species may legally take place. 


State listed species of concern such as the Appalachian Spring 
snail (category S2) may also be present in the affected area. There is 
also the possibility that other Federally — listed species may be present 
in the areas affected, including downstream of the Purple Line route. All 
of these should be determined not to be affected before the project 
proceeds without formal permits addressing such species. 


The EIS ignores the affirmative duty of the Federal agencies to enhance 
the recovery prospects of the Hay’s Spring Amphipod if the project 
affects the species. 


Furthermore, we note that to the extent that the Purple Line 
builders and operators rely upon Federal agency permits, actions or 
subsidies the standard of care is not just to avoid jeopardizing the 
likelinood of recovery but that there is also an affirmative duty to 
undertake actions that will be likely to lead to the recovery of the 
species, including protecting areas where the species may be re- 
introduced or may yet be found to have migrated in later status surveys. 
This duty is not just for wide-ranging species such as wolves or 
anadromous fish, but also for any listed species and has been found to 
exist and to protect listed amphipods in the path of Federally-subsidized 


private actions. (See, Sierra Club v. Glickman, 5th Circuit, as discussed 
in by E Kristen in 27 Ecology LQ 699, 2000[3)). 


This means that the potential effects of the Purple Line’s 
construction and operation on the potentially useable amphipod habitat, 
including groundwater, springs and cave-like structures throughout the 
Rock Creek watershed should be considered and not allowed to 
negatively affect such areas. 


Federal project partners must consult with the USFWS on the effects of 
the Purple Line on Hay’s Spring amphipod 


Because the Purple Line is likely to adversely affect Hay’s Spring 
amphipod (Stygobromus hayi) and its habitat, the Federal Transit 
Administration, National Park Service, and the National Capital Planning 
Commission have a duty to consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service over these impacts and develop measures to avoid or mitigate 
harm. 16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(2); 50 C.F.R. § 402.14(a). Section 7 
consultation is required for “any action [that] may affect listed species or 
critical habitat.” 50 C.F.R. § 402.14. Formal consultation with the U.S 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) must be initiated “at the earliest 
possible time” so as to avoid irreversible commitments of resources and 
to eliminate the possibility of the Purple Line causing an incidental take 
of this important indicator species for the health of the Rock Creek 
ecosystem. 

Federal agencies have thus far erred in determining that there are no 
endangered species affected by the Purple Line Project. According to 
the FEIS, “[i]n the October 27, 2011 letter from USFWS, the USFWS 
stated that there are no federally proposed or listed endangered or 
threatened species known to exist within the project are; therefore, no 
Biological Assessment or further Section 7 Consultation with the 
USFWS is required” (FEIS at 4-117). But this determination was based 
on an incomplete project record provided by FTA. The information and 
studies cited herein, provide a more accurate assessment, and we trust 
that the federal agencies involved will now act expeditiously to initiate 
formal consultation in accordance with the procedures outlined in 50 
C.F.R. § 402.14, work with USFWS to prepare a biological opinion, and 
develop measures to avoid incidental take. 


Expeditious consultation will obviate the need for CSE and its 
members to take further legal action over this critical issue, including 
filing of a sixty-day notice of intent to sue under the ESA and subsequent 
litigation to enforce ESA’s consultation and incidental take provisions. 


2) The EIS understates the extent and cost of the loss of tree canopy 
and natural green space and of the environmental services they provide, 
including stormwater runoff, air and water pollution reduction, shade, 
and the buffering of noise and wind. 


The EIS understates the loss of forest cover by covering the 
issue primarily in the cumulative effects section of the EIS. This appears 
to limit the analysis of forest cover loss to the arbitrarily drawn circles 
around the stations and leave most of the Trail and its environs between 
station circles uncounted. The EIS also appear to exclude the losses in 
Rock Creek Park by stating that the figures for the park were unavailable 
(see Table 7.7) (That the Park does not know its own forest is rather 


hard to believe -- see the letter from the Park Service in the appendices 
and another from the National Capitol Planning Commission dated 4/29 
and 1/16/09 respectively. The two letters list many faults in the Draft EIS 
that do not appear to be corrected or addressed in the final including 
insufficient information to allow the agencies to assess the many effects, 
beyond loss of trees, of the Purple Line on the Park. We address one of 
the issues they raise below on the threats posed by the construction 
process fracturing underground rock and leading to leakage and 
leaching.[4]) 


The Final EIS appears to admit to the cutting of 47.6 acres of 
forest, primarily along what is now the Capital Crescent Trail, which the 
EIS refers to as the Georgetown Branch Right of Way. The EIS also 
admits that this is on top of a 3% loss in the area from 2002-2010. The 
EIS fails to calculate the value of the services provided by these trees, 
and to report that loss as a cost to society in its section on “Benefits and 
Effects”. For such a calculation the EIS could use the “itree” [5] program 
available from USDA to calculate the value of the ecosystem services 
that different tree types and ages provide. For example, the itree 
program presents and can calculate the storm water management, air 
and water purification and carbon capture services as high economic 
values provided by trees and entire urban forests, which will be lost to 
the Purple Line. 


For users of the popular Capital Crescent trail, and residents of 
The Town of Chevy Chase, among others, the attractiveness of the 
neighborhoods will be dramatically reduced by the Purple Line and in 
particular by the loss of these trees and the linear park that they form, 
their shade, their contributions to air quality, water retention and 
purification, and other enhancements. Loss of the entire tree canopy in 
the corridor between Bethesda and Silver Spring will make any hiker- 
biker trail constructed along the rails unprotected from summer heat and 
force the thousands of people who use the trail each weekend to be 
exposed to more cancer causing UV rays and a higher potential for heat 
stroke. There will also be indirect losses in health as many people will 
cease to use the more constricted, noisy, and less pleasant trail. 


Indeed, the section on Benefits and Effects, while noting job creation 
benefits of an above-ground Purple LIne, fails to tally the job creation 
benefits and other genuine economic benefits of alternatives, including 
an underground Purple Line, and of completing the Capital Crescent 
Trail solely as a dedicated hiker-biker trail. 


3) The above-ground option for the Purple Line would result in the 
degradation of Parks, in violations of Section 4(f) Park Protections in the 
Transportation Act — that are beyond the legal limit of De Minimus; and 
in hazards to school children -- from Nursery through High School -- that 
are beyond cavalier. 


The EIS attempts to avoid the application of Section 4(f) 


requirements of the Transportation Act of 1966 by omitting, minimizing 
or mischaracterizing description of the harms caused to Elm Street, the 
park at the Leland Center, called Leland Park it seems in the EIS, and 
Rock Creek Parks, among others. Section 4(f) prohibits any detrimental 
use of parks or historic properties by Federally supported transportation 
projects which can only be permitted if they are de minimus uses (49 
USC 303, 23 CFR Part 774). The EIS representation of impacts on 
parks is not only inaccurate and thus not in compliance with NEPA, the 
Transportation Act and other planning laws, but also runs the risk of 
violating additional prohibitions against the withholding of or 
misrepresenting material facts in Federal proceedings or permitting 
procedures (e.g., 18 USC 1001 and 1505). Instead of alleviating the 
bursting demand for hiker-biker commuting and recreation trails in the 
area, above-ground construction of the Purple Line will discourage 
Capital Crescent Trail (CCTrail) use and make it hazardous. While it 
could be argued that the (CCTrail) is exempt from 4(f) (by virtue of the 
1995 Montgomery County Resolution that declared its reservation as 
part of the park system to be temporary, which is debatable, particularly 
as to other jurisdictions affected), the affects on other parks are not 
exempted. For example, to assert that the sound and presence of pile 
drivers, earth moving machines and then 70 trips a day of trains with 
warning bells or horns sounding as they move through Chevy Chase 
and the other neighborhoods, in addition to the sounds and dangers of 
the trains themselves, is “de minimus’, stretches the definition of the 
term “de minimus” which means of such small amount as not to be 
recognizable or noticeable in the law. It is wrong to apply it in this 
context in particular, for parks are specifically intended to provide quiet 
settings in which people can enjoy the benefits of a natural environment 
and the purpose of 4(f) is to protect that quiet enjoyment. The decibel 
levels and duration of the sounds themselves were not evident in my 
review and the cumulative noise levels were not provided in the EIS 
despite the duty to report on cumulative and associated impacts. 
(Expected noise levels of 70dB and above were reported to the Town of 
Chevy Chase.) Yet the EIS asserts that the "Bethesda Station would 
have no cumulative effects on resources of interest." (p. 7-11). Elm 
Street Park and Leland Park are per se, legal, or de jure, resources of 
interest, and the forest cover and water flows and noise levels in the 
area are certainly de facto resources of interest to all residents, 
caregivers, teachers and workers here. 


Construction of the Purple Line will result in degradation of Elm 
Street Park because, among other things, a wide pathway will probably 
have to be built through it so that bikers and hikers displaced from the 
Capital Crescent Trail can reach Willow Lane, and because a portion of 
the park will be used during construction of the Purple Line. The EIS 
asserts that damage to the Park will not amount to adverse impacts to 
Elm Street Park in light of a presumed or planned total reconstruction of 
"the entire Park within the next few years as a requirement of nearby 
development". This is circular logic and also fails to recognize that the 
Park was created to protect the Town of Chevy Chase from such 
development and to mitigate and offset commercial development. The 
Park should be expanded rather then reduced in response to nearby 
development. (p. 6-27). On p. 6-28 the EIS misleadingly asserts there 
will be no noise vibration or visual effects and no “constructive use” (an 
indirect use of parks forbidden by Section 4(f) of the Transportation Act 
of 1966) of Elm Street Park while building ramps and overpasses near 
the Park) as follows: 


The Preferred Alternative would not permanently 
use any part of Elm Street Urban Park. *The FEIS 
Chapter 4.0 assessment of effects indicates that the 
Preferred Alternative would not cause noise, 
vibration, or visual effects on Elm Street Urban Park 
that would constitute a constructive use; no 
substantial impairment of the activities, features or 
attributes—playgrounds, gazebo, picnic tables, 
benches, trails and public art 
—that qualify the park 


for protection under Section 4(f) would occur.** 


* Note that the Purple Line plan was modified after release of the 
EIS: a “minor” zoning change was requested after the EIS release to 
allow the bike trail to run through and thus “use” Elm Street Park or on 
the road next to it, thus affecting Elm Street Park and using it 
permanently. In addition, in the zoning change request, the entire Elm 
Street Park is included as part of the Bethesda Purple Line Train Station 
and encircled in yellow as such. These are not minor changes legally as 
properly understood for the serious and permanent changes that they 
are, they are probably forbidden by Section 4(f) of the Transportation 
Act. 


** Note however, that horns or bells of 70 approaching trains 
each day would be sounded as each approaches the Wisconsin Avenue 
underpass which is just a few feet away from the park. This is also a 
permanent degradation of the Park and thus probably in violation of 
Section 4(f). 


Additionally, children playing in the park would be separated from 
serious injury by only a four-foot wall. That small barrier, combined with 
the attractive nuisance that the trains would represent to children are yet 
another serious risk in fact to the community and probably a violation per 
se of Section 4(f). 


When the EIS admits to a greater level of impact or use of a 
Park, it seeks a temporary exclusion from the 4(f) requirements by 
asserting the impact will be temporary. This assertion is not correct; 
significant impacts will continue for the life of the Purple Line and they 
are not de minimus. 


The EIS shows power stations, including one across from the 


Town Hall of the Town of Chevy Chase and its Leland Street Park. The 
EIS indicates that noise and vibration monitors will be located south of 
the power station, on the property of a town resident. The presence of 
such monitors seems to anticipate that noise and vibration may be 
problematic, but we could not find any discussion of levels in the EIS 
summary sections (although they might be in the technical reports). 
However, at this point there appears to be no meaningful limitation on 
noise or vibration levels in the EIS as the Compliance Plan is to be 
developed later (See below). 


Threats to schoolchildren and other pedestrians are understated 


Beyond the noise levels are the threats to immediate safety of 
children of all ages who use and cross these parks and the trail. There 
are day care centers on and near the trail and children who cross the 
trail to get to school at numerous points. No discussion of covering the 
tracks with a light roof with walls that would prevent people from climbing 
over the tracks for the portion from Connecticut to Wisconsin was 
included. That would have reduced the threats. 


With regard to safety issues beyond Elm Street Park many 
children and adults currently walk or otherwise cross the trail at Lynn 
Drive. The state promised that this crossing would remain but have 
reneged on this. They have not offered a viable solution and admit now 
that they can’t let people cross the tracks here because it would be too 
dangerous. There is a curve in the path so the sight lines are poor and 
trains will be moving at 45 miles per hour here and they refuse to reduce 
the speeds. Children will have to walk along East West highway on a 
narrow sidewalk to get to school or they'll try to get over fences to get to 
school on time putting themselves in great danger. 


4) Migratory Bird Treaty Act — Some potential impacts and potentially 
illegal bird kills are ignored. 


The 47 acres or more of mostly mature canopy and natural green 
space that will be lost — an area almost twice the size of Dumbarton 
Oaks Park in Washington DC, provide shelter, habitat, food sources and 
other life support functions for many wildlife, some common and others 
less so, including birds that are listed and protected under the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act.[6] 


The following are examples of birds protected under the MBTA that use 
or live in the affected area and that the coauthors of these comments 
regularly see (or, in the case of the screech owl, hear) in that canopy 


and green space on the trail or in properties along the trail and forming 
part of its network: 


Archilochus colubris, Ruby-throated Hummingbird, 


Zenaida macroura, Mourning Dove 


Buteo lineatus, Red Shouldered Hawk 


Megascops asio, Eastern Screech-Owl 


Picoides pubescens, Downy Woodpecker 


Dryocopus pileatus, Pileated Woodpecker 


Baeolophus bicolor, Tufted Titmouse 


Thryothorus ludovicianus, Carolina Wren 


Pipilo erythrophthalmus, Eastern (Rufus-sided) Towhee 


Junco hyemalis, Dark-eyed Junco 


Carduelis tristis, American Goldfinch 


Ardea herodias, Great Blue Heron 


In addition to affecting and removing habitat, shelter, and food, the 
Purple Line would pose a potential danger: The issue of high power lines 
over the tracks, including what would appear to be un-insulated live 
wires to supply the trains passing underneath, presents the likelihood of 
migratory and other protected birds being electrocuted after alighting on 
the live, un-insulated wires if they make contact with other parts of the 
structure that create a circuit and thus electrocute them. 


The FWS letter to the consultant in appendix G provides a link to 
guidelines for compliance with the MBTA but that appears to be in 
response to the felling of the many nesting trees and not in response to 
the permanent presence of high-power lines that are not insulted. Even 
insulated transmission and distribution wires are leading causes of death 
as birds still touch un-insulated portions where the wires join the poles. 
Even passing birds such as Bald Eagles may alight on the wires, 
especially over streams and creeks. They must be protected or the 
operators will potentially be in violation of the law. 


There is also the question of bright lights during and after 
construction of the Purple Line at its service facilities and elsewhere. 


As the FWS MBTA office has noted— 


Migratory birds are a "trust resource" with 1,007 species protected by 
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). Bright lights have been 
extensively documented to attract and kill migratory birds, especially at 
night. Migratory birds are protected by the MBTA, which is a strict 
liability criminal statute. Each time a protected migratory bird is 
documented injured or killed at a lit structure such as this one -- most 
mortality occurring at night during migration, and an existing 
"conservation measure" is readily available to address it (i.e., turn the 
light off), then each incident represents a "take" that could have criminal 
consequences. [7] 


No discussion of covering the tracks with a roof for any portions, 
such as the one from Connecticut to Wisconsin Avenues was included, 
for example. That would have reduced the threats to children and birds 
and reduced the "need" to cut trees away at an angle as some have 
heard, to avoid wet leaves falling on and accumulating on the live 
electric rail. 


5) The Environmental Compliance Plan is not included as it is not yet 
developed. Proposed zoning changes and ensuing development 
associated with the Line are also not covered. Therefore the impact of 
the actions cannot be assessed based on this EIS and the EIS is 
inadequate as a legal assessment or as a basis for prior informed 
consent or decision-making per se. 


Section 5.4 of the EIS states that the MTA will develop an 
Environmental Compliance Plan after the Record of Decision is issued. 
That would seem to miss the point of an EIS of informing decision 
makers of the likely impact of their decisions as to the preferred and 
alternative courses of action. Also absent from this Final EIS are the 


changes that would follow proposed alterations in zoning announced 
after the EIS was published. Those changes would encourage the 
permanent conversion and reduction of part of Elm Street Park as noted 
above, and increasingly dense development, near the Purple Line and 
its stations. This is a classic example of segmented, piecemeal 
revelations and sleight of hand intended to by-pass the requirements of 
planning law and to fly under the radar of busy elected officials and 
citizens. Therefore, before funds are dedicated to the Purple Line, the 
preferred alternative and several reasonable alternatives should be 
reassessed and a supplemental EIS completed for them along with a 
complete description of all compliance steps required. It is necessary to 
do this, despite the 2012 streamlining of the Transportation Act 
requirements because other laws apply that have not changed or been 
preempted. These include the Endangered Species Act, the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act (active nesting trees, etc.) the Clean Water and Historic 
Preservation Acts, and similar Maryland and potentially District of 
Columbia (e.g. water pollution and wildlife) laws. 


Finally, any decision based on the EIS's limited and understated 
analysis and its lack of a compliance plan would seem to be arbitrary 
and capricious for purposes of federal or state administrative law alone 
given the serious financial, health and safety risks that are evident. 


Sincerely, 


John M. Fitzgerald, J.D. 


On behalf of — 


Christine Real de Azua 
4502 Elm Street 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


Deborah Ingram 
4411 Elm Street 
Chevy Chase, MD 


John Talberth, Ph.D. 

President and Senior Economist 
Center for Sustainable Economy 
1112 16th St. NW, Suite 600, 
Washington DC 20036 


[1] http:/www. bethesdamagazine.com/Bethesda-Magazine/September- 
October-2013/The-Intercounty-Connector/ 


[2] Sources cited by the FWS article include: 


Culver, D.C., L. L. Master, M.C. Christman, and H. 
H. Hobbs III. 2000. Obligate cave fauna of the 
48 contiguous United States. Conservation Bi- 


ology 14:386-401. 


Holsinger, J. R. 1978. Systematics of the subterranean amphipod genus 
Stygobromus (Crangonyctidae), par II: Species of the eastern United 
States. Smithsonian Contributions to Zoology, No. 266. Smithsonian 
Institution Press, Washington, D.C. 


Holsinger, J. R. 1967. Systematics, speciation, and distribution of the 
subterranean amphipod genus Stygonectes (Gammaridae). United 
States National Museum Bulletin, No. 259. Smithsonian Institution 
Press, Washington, D.C. 


Hubricht, L. and J. G. Mackin. 1940. Description of nine new species of 
fresh-water crustaceans with notes and new localities for other species. 


American Midland Naturalist 23:187-218. 


Attachments : 


[3] HeinonLine suggests that we “See Hay, supra note 57, at 1462 n.29 
(citation omitted ... species on the endangered or threatened list include 
the Comal Springs dryopid beetle [Stugopamus comalensis), Comal 
Springs riffle beetle [Heterelmis comalensis} and Peck's cave amphipod 
[Stygobromus peck@Q. ...” 


[4] One DOI letter of 2009 noted that rock fractures from construction of 
the purple line could make leaks of water already occurring into the Red 
Line of the Metro system worse, leading to more shut downs in service 
or greater expenses for additional pumps, etc. 

[5] http://www. itreetools.org/index.php 

[6] US Fish and Wildlife Service: 


http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/regulationspolicies/mbta/taxolst.html 


[7] Email from Dr. Albert Manville of the USFWS, October 18, 2013, 
concerning a construction site light in the vicinity of Chevy Chase, MD. 
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FEIS Comment 

Maryland Transit Administration 

Transit Development Delivery 

100 S.E. Charles Street, Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Comments on the Environmental Impact Statement 
For the Purple Line 
Proposed by the Maryland Department of Transportation 


Introduction 


John M. Fitzgerald, Christine Real de Azua, Dedun Ingram and Center for 
Sustainable Economy (CSE) hereby offer the following comments on the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the proposed Purple Line Project. 
John M. Fitzgerald, Christine Real de Azua and Dedrun Ingram are individuals 
residing in the area affected by the Purple Line Project whose interests will be 
harmed by the project in a number of ways: the project will diminish the quality 
and the extent of their use and enjoyment of their homes on Elm Street, the street 
paralleling that portion the proposed Purple Line Capital Crescent Trail, the trail 
which they use often for recreation and fitness, Elm Street, Leland Center and 
Rock Creek Parks and the species, services and features thereof. Fitzgerald and 
Real de Azua are also active members of Center for Sustainable Economy. 


Center for Sustainable Economy is a non-profit advocate for the transition 
to an economy based on principles of social, environmental, and economic 
sustainability. CSE has active members who reside in and around the project 
area who will be harmed by the loss of aesthetic, historic, ecological, and 
economic resources of urban forests, streams, and open spaces. CSE also has 
an interest in protecting these green infrastructure elements for their benefits in 
reducing water quality management costs downstream and generating a host of 
ecosystem services of great benefit to surrounding communities. 


The Maryland State Department of Transportation is planning to seek 
Federal and private funding to build and operate a light railroad across 
Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties just north of the District of Columbia. 
It would cross Rock Creek Park and negatively and permanently affect Rock 
Creek Park, several other parks, forests, migratory birds, and the Rock Creek 
watershed that contains a highly endangered species, the Hay’s Spring 
amphipod. This small crustacean is a key part of the ground water and creek 
ecosystems, turning leaves into nutrients for other species. It is highly sensitive 
to water pollution of the sort expected to be generated by the construction and 
operation of the Purple Line. 


The primary publicly stated purpose for building the Purple Line, and for 
routing over the path of a former railroad and a hiking and biking trail is to 
alleviate east-west traffic congestion and strengthen east-west transit between 
College Park and Bethesda. However, the unstated, underlying driving force for 
the proposal is to enable large-scale residential and commercial development at 
Connecticut Avenue and along the Capitol Crescent Trail mainly to Silver Spring 
and to provide those new residents with access to Bethesda that is easier than 
taking a walk, a bike, a bus, a pedal cab or motor cab or a new dedicated bus 
line. Any of these could cost much less and lead to less net pollution and risk to 
the communities affected. 


The direct cost to taxpayers of the construction can be measured in 
millions of dollars and five years of interruptions. The indirect, unavoidable costs 
of construction and operation include the lost opportunities to pay within existing 
tax rates for projects that are already built, and for several already planned as 
well as the potential losses inherent in an undrafted contract with private 
partners. 


Maryland has committed similar errors in recent years primarily driven by 
one major private developer and for which citizens are still paying in the form of 
higher taxes, lost opportunities and lost ecosystems. A prime example is the 
InterCountyConnector, as set out in Bethesda Magazine in September 2013, for 
which traffic and revenue have turned out to be far lower than projected, and for 


which costs escalated from the initial estimate of $1 billion to as much as $4 
billion including interest payments’ --payments which are still today draining the 
State’s Transportation Trust Fund. 


In these comments we outline several fatal flaws in the Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Purple Line. The project proponent and the State may 
believe that the EIS standards need not be met due to an attempted waiver for 
similar projects in the 2012 Highway Act that has not yet been tested in court as 
applied to this project in particular. That waiver, however, does not waive the 
Federal and state requirements that such proponents comply with other laws and 
state fully, and without misleading or withholding, in any EIS or other such 
statements , all information relevant to government permits or funding. This EIS 
fails to meet that standard and places all agencies relying on it at risk. 


Therefore, should the objections raised in these comments not be 
satisfactorily addressed in the near future, we will have to considering further 
action, beginning with a sixty days’ notice of the intent of coauthors to sue to 
uphold the laws affected and prevent harm to the resources, wildlife, and people 
that the Purple Line project puts at risk. 


Main Points 


1) There are serious flaws in the EIS, including the failure to disclose the 
presence of a highly endangered species, the Hay’s Spring amphipod, 
Stygobromus hayi, downstream in Rock Creek Park, which, through 
required interagency consultation by the Federal funding agency, and 
possible litigation by concerned citizens, including the coauthors of 
these comments, is likely to alter and/or delay and increase the cost of 
the project; 


2) The EIS understates the extent and cost of the loss of tree canopy and 
natural green space and of its stormwater runoff and air and water 
pollution reduction, shade-providing, noise and wind buffering, and 
other environmental services. 


3) The above-ground option for the Purple Line would result in the 
degradation of Parks, in violations of Section 4(f) Park Protections in 
the Transportation Act — that are beyond the legal limit of De Minimus; 
and in hazards to school children -- from Nursery through High 
School -- that are beyond cavalier. 





1 http://www.bethesdamagazine.com/Bethesda-Magazine/September-October-2013/The- 
Intercounty-Connector/ 
2 Sources cited by the FWS article include: 


4) Migratory Bird Treaty Act —- Some potential impacts and potentially 
illegal bird kills are ignored. 


5) The Environmental Compliance Plan is not included as it is not yet 
developed — Proposed zoning changes and ensuing development 
associated with the Line are also not covered. Therefore the impact of 
the actions cannot be assessed based on this EIS and the EIS is 
inadequate as an legal assessment or as a basis for prior informed 
consent or decision-making per se. 


In addition: 


6) Key elements of any binding contract between public and private 
partners for the construction and operation of the Line are obviously not yet 
available nor ready for inclusion in the "request for qualifications" that will be sent 
out and lead to a joint application for that Federal funding; 


7) Many other elements of the environmental and economic performance 
that will be required by State and Federal law in order to obtain Federal and state 
funding, including the Compliance Plan, are mere guesses at this stage, while the 
numbers have been arrayed so as to cast the project in the best light, which 
barely made it over the Federal standard for such matches at an earlier stage; 
and 


8) Many better alternatives for inner east-west flow improvements are 
available (yet not assessed fully) and the costs of pursuing this one opportunity 
would preclude all of those and many other worthy transportation projects 
meeting additional and more pressing needs at lower risk and lower cost. 


Discussion of Main Points 


1) The EIS admits an impact on wetlands but ignores key wetlands and a 
highly endangered wetlands-dependent species. 


The EIS admits that a Section 404 Clean Water Act permit will be required 
due to the apparent impact on wetlands but appears to ignore the impacts on 
some wetlands such as Coquelin Run in Chevy Chase and completely omits 
the threat to a highly endangered species downstream. 


The EIS does not disclose that a wetlands-dependent endangered 
species, the Hay’s Spring amphipod, has its only Known population in and near 
Rock Creek. Rock Creek and its many tributaries to it, will have their sediment 
loads and pollutant loads increased for five years in all likelinood due to 
construction of the Purple Line. It is probable that Rock Creek’s sediment and 


pollution loads will be increased to some extent for a considerably longer period. 


Sediment and pollution were cited as primary threats to the endangered 
Hay’s Spring amphipod and a potentially more rare relative, Kenk’s amphipod, in 
the official Endangered Species Bulletin of the US Fish and Wildlife Service 
(which summarized scholarly articles and recent grants to the Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources for status surveys). See 
http://www.fws.gov/ENDANGERED/bulletin/2002/01-02/08-09. pdf; 
The report stated: 





Obvious vulnerability comes from the narrow distribution in the specialized 
subterranean habitat, and threats come from potential groundwater 
pollution. The urban area surrounding the park poses potential risks due to 
toxic spills (such as oil and gas), nonpoint source inputs (Such as 
fertilizers and pesticides), land disturbances, sewer leaks, and excessive 
stormwater flows that might adversely affect groundwater. Except for 
parklands, additional potential habitat wnere Hay’s Spring amphipod 
populations may have occurred in the District has largely been lost to 
development. 


Another vulnerable species, Kenk’s amphipod (Stygobromus kenki), 
occurs in Rock Creek Park in two other springs and may be more rare 
than the Hay’s Spring amphipod.* 





2 Sources cited by the FWS article include: 


Culver, D.C., L. L. Master, M.C. Christman, and H. 
H. Hobbs III. 2000. Obligate cave fauna of the 

48 contiguous United States. Conservation Bi- 
ology 14:386-401. 


Holsinger, J. R. 1978. Systematics of the subterranean amphipod genus Stygobromus 
(Crangonyctidae), par II: Species of the eastern United States. Smithsonian 
Contributions to Zoology, No. 266. Smithsonian Institution Press, Washington, D.C. 


Holsinger, J. R. 1967. Systematics, speciation, and distribution of the subterranean 
amphipod genus Stygonectes (Gammaridae). United States National Museum 


Bulletin, No. 259. Smithsonian Institution Press, Washington, D.C. 


Hubricht, L. and J. G. Mackin. 1940. Description of nine new species of fresh-water 
crustaceans with notes and new localities for other species. 


American Midland Naturalist 23:187-218. 


Construction may cause rock fractures — allowing increased pollution of 
ground water downstream affecting the amphipod and possible leaks into 
the stations on the Metro Red Line 


The 2009 letter in the appendices of the EIS, received from David Hayes 
of the DOI -- (the Regional Transportation Liaison, rather than the Deputy 
Secretary of the same name) notes that rock fractures from construction of the 
purple line could make leaks of water already occurring into the Red Line of the 
Metro system worse, leading to more shut downs in service or greater expenses 
for additional pumps, etc. 


The potential problems brought on by increasing fractures in underground rock 
layers seemed not to be addressed in the Final EIS and it presents a serious risk 
not only on the Metro Stations the Purple Line is intended to serve but also to the 
Hay’s Spring amphipod which depends on clean ground water as a major part of 
its habitat. New fractures in rock formations along the train tracks would likely 
lead to the leaching of hazardous wastes near ground level at various sites along 
the right of way, as marked in the maps of the EIS, that may have to date been 
contained by uncompromised or un-cracked layers of rock. That may result in 
the pollution of bodies of water near the waste sites, such as the pond and 
stream on the Chevy Chase Country Club adjacent to the hazardous waste site 
at the dry cleaners at the junction of the trail and Connecticut Avenue. Ironically, 
that is the lot that is at the center of the complex of buildings that is driving the 
proposal to route the Purple Line through the Capitol Crescent Trail. Therefore, 
the residents of the site may share with the birds, fish, snails and amphipods that 
depend on this water the increased levels of hazardous air and water pollution 
stirred up by the construction of the Purple Line. 


The law cannot permit an agency action to jeopardize any listed 
species. There is hardly a better definition of jeopardy to a listed species within 
the realm of likely impacts in or near the District than the impact on wetlands and 
water set out, however incompletely, in the ElS. This potential negative affect 
upon a listed species, and in this case, rising to the point of jeopardizing the 
continued existence of a listed species due to the impact on the only known 
population on earth, calls for a biological assessment by the action agency and a 
formal biological opinion in return from the FWS before any Federal funds can be 
expended or irretrievably committed, and similarly requires a formal incidental 
taking statement or permit before any non-federal action affecting the species 
may legally take place. 


State listed species of concern such as the Appalachian Spring snail 
(category S2) may also be present in the affected area. There is also the 
possibility that other Federally — listed species may be present in the areas 


affected, including downstream of the Purple Line route. All of these should be 
determined not to be affected before the project proceeds without formal permits 
addressing such species. 


The EIS ignores the affirmative duty of the Federal agencies to enhance 
the recovery prospects of the Hay’s Spring Amphipod if the project affects 
the species. 


Furthermore, we note that to the extent that the Purple Line builders and 
operators rely upon Federal agency permits, actions or subsidies the standard of 
care is not just to avoid jeopardizing the likelihood of recovery but that there is 
also an affirmative duty to undertake actions that will be likely to lead to the 
recovery of the species, including protecting areas where the species may be re- 
introduced or may yet be found to have migrated in later status surveys. This 
duty is not just for wide-ranging species such as wolves or anadromous fish, but 
also for any listed species and has been found to exist and to protect listed 
amphipods in the path of Federally-subsidized private actions. (See, Sierra Club 
V. Glickman, 5" Circuit, as discussed in by E Kristen in 27 Ecology LQ 699, 
2000”). 


This means that the potential effects of the Purple Line’s construction and 
operation on the potentially useable amphipod habitat, including groundwater, 
springs and cave-like structures throughout the Rock Creek watershed should be 
considered and not allowed to negatively affect such areas. 


Federal project partners must consult with the USFWS on the effects of the 
Purple Line on Hay’s Spring amphipod 


Because the Purple Line is likely to adversely affect Hay’s Spring 
amphipod (Stygobromus hayi) and its habitat, the Federal Transit Administration, 
National Park Service, and the National Capital Planning Commission have a 
duty to consult with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service over these impacts and 
develop measures to avoid or mitigate harm. 16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(2); 50 C.F.R. § 
402.14(a). Section 7 consultation is required for “any action [that] may affect 
listed species or critical habitat.” 50 C.F.R. § 402.14. Formal consultation with the 
U.S Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) must be initiated “at the earliest possible 
time” so as to avoid irreversible commitments of resources and to eliminate the 
possibility of the Purple Line causing an incidental take of this important indicator 
species for the health of the Rock Creek ecosystem. 





3 HeinonLine suggests that we “See Hay, supra note 57, at 1462 n.29 (citation 
omitted ... species on the endangered or threatened list include the 

Comal Springs dryopid beetle [Stugopamus comalensis), Comal Springs riffle beetle 
[Heterelmis comalensis} and Peck's cave amphipod [Stygobromus peckaQ. ...” 


Federal agencies have thus far erred in determining that there are no 
endangered species affected by the Purple Line Project. According to the FEIS, 
“[iJn the October 27, 2011 letter from USFWS, the USFWS stated that there are 
no federally proposed or listed endangered or threatened species known to exist 
within the project are; therefore, no Biological Assessment or further Section 7 
Consultation with the USFWS is required” (FEIS at 4-117). But this 
determination was based on an incomplete project record provided by FTA. The 
information and studies cited herein, provide a more accurate assessment, and 
we trust that the federal agencies involved will now act expeditiously to initiate 
formal consultation in accordance with the procedures outlined in 50 C.F.R. § 
402.14, work with USFWS to prepare a biological opinion, and develop measures 
to avoid incidental take. 


Expeditious consultation will obviate the need for CSE and its members to 
take further legal action over this critical issue, including filing of a sixty-day 
notice of intent to sue under the ESA and subsequent litigation to enforce ESA’s 
consultation and incidental take provisions. 


2) The EIS understates the extent and cost of the loss of tree canopy and 
natural green space and of the environmental services they provide, 
including stormwater runoff, air and water pollution reduction, shade, and 
the buffering of noise and wind. 


The EIS understates the loss of forest cover by covering the issue 
primarily in the cumulative effects section of the EIS. This appears to limit the 
analysis of forest cover loss to the arbitrarily drawn circles around the stations 
and leave most of the Trail and its environs between station circles uncounted. 
The EIS also appear to exclude the losses in Rock Creek Park by stating that the 
figures for the park were unavailable (see Table 7.7) (That the Park does not 
know its own forest is rather hard to believe -- see the letter from the Park 
Service in the appendices and another from the National Capitol Planning 
Commission dated 4/29 and 1/16/09 respectively. The two letters list many faults 
in the Draft EIS that do not appear to be corrected or addressed in the final 
including insufficient information to allow the agencies to assess the many 
effects, beyond loss of trees, of the Purple Line on the Park. We address one of 
the issues they raise below on the threats posed by the construction process 
fracturing underground rock and leading to leakage and leaching.*) 


The Final EIS appears to admit to the cutting of 47.6 acres of forest, 
primarily along what is now the Capital Crescent Trail, which the EIS refers to as 





4 One DOI letter of 2009 noted that rock fractures from construction of the purple line could make 
leaks of water already occurring into the Red Line of the Metro system worse, leading to more 
shut downs in service or greater expenses for additional pumps, etc. 


the Georgetown Branch Right of Way. The EIS also admits that this is on top of 
a 3% loss in the area from 2002-2010. The EIS fails to calculate the value of the 
services provided by these trees, and to report that loss as a cost to society in its 
section on “Benefits and Effects”. For such a calculation the EIS could use the 
“itree” > program available from USDA to calculate the value of the ecosystem 
services that different tree types and ages provide. For example, the itree 
program presents and can calculate the storm water management, air and water 
purification and carbon capture services as high economic values provided by 
trees and entire urban forests, which will be lost to the Purple Line. 


For users of the popular Capital Crescent trail, and residents of The Town 
of Chevy Chase, among others, the attractiveness of the neighborhoods will be 
dramatically reduced by the Purple Line and in particular by the loss of these 
trees and the linear park that they form, their shade, their contributions to air 
quality, water retention and purification, and other enhancements. Loss of the 
entire tree canopy in the corridor between Bethesda and Silver Spring will make 
any hiker-biker trail constructed along the rails unprotected from summer heat 
and force the thousands of people who use the trail each weekend to be exposed 
to more cancer causing UV rays and a higher potential for heat stroke. There will 
also be indirect losses in health as many people will cease to use the more 
constricted, noisy, and less pleasant trail. 


Indeed, the section on Benefits and Effects, while noting job creation 
benefits of an above-ground Purple LIne, fails to tally the job creation benefits 
and other genuine economic benefits of alternatives, including an underground 
Purple Line, and of completing the Capital Crescent Trail solely as a dedicated 
hiker-biker trail. 


3) The above-ground option for the Purple Line would result in the 
degradation of Parks, in violations of Section 4(f) Park Protections in the 
Transportation Act — that are beyond the legal limit of De Minimus; and in 
hazards to school children -- from Nursery through High School -- that are 
beyond cavalier. 


The EIS attempts to avoid the application of Section 4(f) requirements of 
the Transportation Act of 1966 by omitting, minimizing or mischaracterizing 
description of the harms caused to Elm Street, the park at the Leland Center, 
called Leland Park it seems in the EIS, and Rock Creek Parks, among others. 
Section 4(f) prohibits any detrimental use of parks or historic properties by 
Federally supported transportation projects which can only be permitted if they 
are de minimus uses (49 USC 303, 23 CFR Part 774). The EIS representation of 
impacts on parks is not only inaccurate and thus not in compliance with NEPA, 





: http://www. itreetools.org/index.php 


the Transportation Act and other planning laws, but also runs the risk of violating 
additional prohibitions against the withholding of or misrepresenting material 
facts in Federal proceedings or permitting procedures (e.g., 18 USC 1001 and 
1505). Instead of alleviating the bursting demand for hiker-biker commuting and 
recreation trails in the area, above-ground construction of the Purple Line will 
discourage Capital Crescent Trail (CCTrail) use and make it hazardous. While it 
could be argued that the (CCTrail) is exempt from 4(f) (by virtue of the 1995 
Montgomery County Resolution that declared its reservation as part of the park 
system to be temporary, which is debatable, particularly as to other jurisdictions 
affected), the affects on other parks are not exempted. For example, to assert 
that the sound and presence of pile drivers, earth moving machines and then 70 
trips a day of trains with warning bells or horns sounding as they move through 
Chevy Chase and the other neighborhoods, in addition to the sounds and 
dangers of the trains themselves, is “de minimus’, stretches the definition of the 
term “de minimus” which means of such small amount as not to be recognizable 
or noticeable in the law. It is wrong to apply it in this context in particular, for 
parks are specifically intended to provide quiet settings in which people can enjoy 
the benefits of a natural environment and the purpose of 4(f) is to protect that 
quiet enjoyment. The decibel levels and duration of the sounds themselves were 
not evident in my review and the cumulative noise levels were not provided in the 
EIS despite the duty to report on cumulative and associated impacts. (Expected 
noise levels of 70dB and above were reported to the Town of Chevy Chase.) Yet 
the EIS asserts that the "Bethesda Station would have no cumulative effects on 
resources of interest." (p. 7-11). Elm Street Park and Leland Park are per se, 
legal, or de jure, resources of interest, and the forest cover and water flows and 
noise levels in the area are certainly de facto resources of interest to all 
residents, caregivers, teachers and workers here. 


Construction of the Purple Line will result in degradation of Elm Street 
Park because, among other things, a wide pathway will probably have to be built 
through it so that bikers and hikers displaced from the Capital Crescent Trail can 
reach Willow Lane, and because a portion of the park will be used during 
construction of the Purple Line. The EIS asserts that damage to the Park will not 
amount to adverse impacts to Elm Street Park in light of a presumed or planned 
total reconstruction of "the entire Park within the next few years as a requirement 
of nearby development". This is circular logic and also fails to recognize that the 
Park was created to protect the Town of Chevy Chase from such development 
and to mitigate and offset commercial development. The Park should be 
expanded rather then reduced in response to nearby development. (p. 6-27). On 
p. 6-28 the EIS misleadingly asserts there will be no noise vibration or visual 
effects and no “constructive use” (an indirect use of parks forbidden by Section 
4(f) of the Transportation Act of 1966) of Elm Street Park while building ramps 
and overpasses near the Park) as follows: 


The Preferred Alternative would not permanently 
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use any part of Elm Street Urban Park. *The FEIS 
Chapter 4.0 assessment of effects indicates that the 
Preferred Alternative would not cause noise, 
vibration, or visual effects on Elm Street Urban Park 
that would constitute a constructive use; no 
substantial impairment of the activities, features or 
attributes — playgrounds, gazebo, picnic tables, 
benches, trails and public art 

—that qualify the park 

for protection under Section 4(f) would occur.** 


* Note that the Purple Line plan was modified after release of the EIS: a 
“minor” zoning change was requested after the EIS release to allow the bike trail 
to run through and thus “use” Elm Street Park or on the road next to it, thus 
affecting Elm Street Park and using it permanently. In addition, in the zoning 
change request, the entire Elm Street Park is included as part of the Bethesda 
Purple Line Train Station and encircled in yellow as such. These are not minor 
changes legally as properly understood for the serious and permanent changes 
that they are, they are probably forbidden by Section 4(f) of the Transportation 
Act. 


** Note however, that horns or bells of 70 approaching trains each day 
would be sounded as each approaches the Wisconsin Avenue underpass which 
is just a few feet away from the park. This is also a permanent degradation of the 
Park and thus probably in violation of Section 4(f). 


Additionally, children playing in the park would be separated from serious 
injury by only a four-foot wall. That small barrier, combined with the attractive 
nuisance that the trains would represent to children are yet another serious risk in 
fact to the community and probably a violation per se of Section 4(f). 


When the EIS admits to a greater level of impact or use of a Park, it seeks 
a temporary exclusion from the 4(f) requirements by asserting the impact will be 
temporary. This assertion is not correct; significant impacts will continue for the 
life of the Purple Line and they are not de minimus. 


The EIS shows power stations, including one across from the Town Hall of 
the Town of Chevy Chase and its Leland Street Park. The EIS indicates that 
noise and vibration monitors will be located south of the power station, on the 
property of a town resident. The presence of such monitors seems to anticipate 
that noise and vibration may be problematic, but we could not find any discussion 
of levels in the EIS summary sections (although they might be in the technical 
reports). However, at this point there appears to be no meaningful limitation on 
noise or vibration levels in the EIS as the Compliance Plan is to be developed 
later (See below). 
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Threats to schoolchildren and other pedestrians are understated 


Beyond the noise levels are the threats to immediate safety of children of 
all ages who use and cross these parks and the trail. There are day care centers 
on and near the trail and children who cross the trail to get to school at 
numerous points. No discussion of covering the tracks with a light roof with walls 
that would prevent people from climbing over the tracks for the portion from 
Connecticut to Wisconsin was included. That would have reduced the threats. 


With regard to safety issues beyond Elm Street Park many children and 
adults currently walk or otherwise cross the trail at Lynn Drive. The state 
promised that this crossing would remain but have reneged on this. They have 
not offered a viable solution and admit now that they can’t let people cross the 
tracks here because it would be too dangerous. There is a curve in the path so 
the sight lines are poor and trains will be moving at 45 miles per hour here and 
they refuse to reduce the speeds. Children will have to walk along East West 
highway on a narrow sidewalk to get to school or they'll try to get over fences to 
get to school on time putting themselves in great danger. 


4) Migratory Bird Treaty Act — Some potential impacts and potentially 
illegal bird kills are ignored. 


The 47 acres or more of mostly mature canopy and natural green space 
that will be lost — an area almost twice the size of Dumbarton Oaks Park in 
Washington DC, provide shelter, habitat, food sources and other life support 
functions for many wildlife, some common and others less so, including birds that 
are listed and protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.® 


The following are examples of birds protected under the MBTA that use or 
live in the affected area and that the coauthors of these comments regularly see 
(or, in the case of the screech owl, hear) in that canopy and green space on the 
trail or in properties along the trail and forming part of its network: 


Archilochus colubris, Ruby-throated Hummingbird, 





Zenaida macroura, Mourning Dove 





© US Fish and Wildlife Service: 
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/regulationspolicies/mbta/taxolst.html 
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Buteo lineatus, Red Shouldered Hawk 

Megascops asio, Eastern Screech-Owl 

Picoides pubescens, Downy Woodpecker 

Dryocopus pileatus, Pileated Woodpecker 

Baeolophus bicolor, Tufted Titmouse 

Thryothorus ludovicianus, Carolina Wren 

Pipilo erythrophthalmus, Eastern (Rufus-sided) Towhee 

Junco hyemalis, Dark-eyed Junco 

Carduelis tristis, American Goldfinch 

Ardea herodias, Great Blue Heron 

In addition to affecting and removing habitat, shelter, and food, the Purple Line 
would pose a potential danger: The issue of high power lines over the tracks, 
including what would appear to be un-insulated live wires to supply the trains 
passing underneath, presents the likelinood of migratory and other protected 
birds being electrocuted after alighting on the live, un-insulated wires if they make 
contact with other parts of the structure that create a circuit and thus electrocute 
them. 

The FWS letter to the consultant in appendix G provides a link to 
guidelines for compliance with the MBTA but that appears to be in response to 
the felling of the many nesting trees and not in response to the permanent 
presence of high-power lines that are not insulted. Even insulated transmission 
and distribution wires are leading causes of death as birds still touch un-insulated 
portions where the wires join the poles. Even passing birds such as Bald Eagles 
may alight on the wires, especially over streams and creeks. They must be 


protected or the operators will potentially be in violation of the law. 


There is also the question of bright lights during and after 
construction of the Purple Line at its service facilities and elsewhere. 


As the FWS MBTA office has noted— 


Migratory birds are a "trust resource" with 1,007 species protected 
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by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). Bright lights have been 
extensively documented to attract and kill migratory birds, especially 
at night. Migratory birds are protected by the MBTA, which is a strict 
liability criminal statute. Each time a protected migratory bird is 
documented injured or killed at a lit structure such as this one -- 
most mortality occurring at night during migration, and an existing 
"conservation measure" is readily available to address it (i.e., turn 
the light off), then each incident represents a "take" that could have 
criminal consequences. 


No discussion of covering the tracks with a roof for any portions, such as 
the one from Connecticut to Wisconsin Avenues was included, for example. That 
would have reduced the threats to children and birds and reduced the "need" to 
cut trees away at an angle as some have heard, to avoid wet leaves falling on 
and accumulating on the live electric rail. 


5) The Environmental Compliance Plan is not included as it is not yet 
developed. Proposed zoning changes and ensuing development 
associated with the Line are also not covered. Therefore the impact of the 
actions cannot be assessed based on this EIS and the EIS is inadequate as 
a legal assessment or as a basis for prior informed consent or decision- 
making per se. 


Section 5.4 of the EIS states that the MTA will develop an Environmental 
Compliance Plan after the Record of Decision is issued. That would seem to 
miss the point of an EIS of informing decision makers of the likely impact of their 
decisions as to the preferred and alternative courses of action. Also absent from 
this Final EIS are the changes that would follow proposed alterations in zoning 
announced after the EIS was published. Those changes would encourage the 
permanent conversion and reduction of part of Elm Street Park as noted above, 
and increasingly dense development, near the Purple Line and its stations. This 
is a classic example of segmented, piecemeal revelations and sleight of hand 
intended to by-pass the requirements of planning law and to fly under the radar of 
busy elected officials and citizens. Therefore, before funds are dedicated to the 
Purple Line, the preferred alternative and several reasonable alternatives should 
be reassessed and a supplemental EIS completed for them along with a 
complete description of all compliance steps required. It is necessary to do this, 
despite the 2012 streamlining of the Transportation Act requirements because 
other laws apply that have not changed or been preempted. These include the 
Endangered Species Act, the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (active nesting trees, etc.) 





7 Email from Dr. Albert Manville of the USFWS, October 18, 2013, concerning a 
construction site light in the vicinity of Chevy Chase, MD. 
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the Clean Water and Historic Preservation Acts, and similar Maryland and 
potentially District of Columbia (e.g. water pollution and wildlife) laws. 


Finally, any decision based on the EIS's limited 
and understated analysis and its lack of a compliance plan would seem to 
be arbitrary and capricious for purposes of federal or state administrative 
law alone given the serious financial, health and safety risks that are 
evident. 





Sincerely, 





John M. Fitzgerald, J.D. 
On behalf of — 


Christine Real de Azua 
4502 Elm Street 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


Deborah Ingram 
4411 Elm Street 
Chevy Chase, MD 
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on 


John Talberth, Ph.D. 

President and Senior Economist 
Center for Sustainable Economy 
1112 16th St. NW, Suite 600, 
Washington DC 20036 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #718 DETAIL 








First Name : Pascale 
Last Name : Q 
Email Address : pascaleq@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : | enjoy the trail every day with my dogs. It is serene and a great asset to 
Bethesda residents. Please consider another alternative such as having 


the purple line start at Medical Center and run along the highway. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #720 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


2 


Scott 
Williams 
scott.williams@forefrontstrategies.com 


| am a Bethesda resident and live near the Cresent Trail. | use it heavily 
to avoid driving and for recreation. 


My view on the Purple Line is that its an idea that has been overrun by 
time and events. The current plan to use the Crescent trail ignores the 
significant benefits of the trail as a resource for the community, and does 
not take into account the significant development changes that have 
occurred in Bethesda. Why, for example, does the line not run on the 
much wider Jones Bridge Road and service the massive new population 
at the Navel Medical Center? That development was not even imagined 
when the line was planned. Sure, removing the line from the trail to the 
road would pose some challenges but the loss to the community as a 
whole would be much less, and the benefit to ease the terrible traffic and 
transportation issues would be directly addressed. Indeed, | don't know 
why (perhaps this is in planning), the line doesn't go to Wisconsin 
Ave/Medical Center Station, with plans to take it north to Rockville and 
south into downtown Bethesda? 


In Salt Lake City they have done an excellent job incorporating light rate 
along major roads, and it has been a huge hit with the public. Why does 
the County and State continue to promote a plan that is out of touch with 
the reality of today's Bethesda? The Country created the mess, and they 
are simply destroying an amazing natural resource with a plan that 
should be sent back to the drawing board. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #721 DETAIL 








First Name : Lynda 
Last Name : Williams 


Business/Agency/Associati Edgevale Community Association 
on Name : 


Email Address : 3suns5@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Edgevale Community Association 


7112 Edgevale St. 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


October 23, 2013 

Purple Line FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


Re: Comments of the Edgevale Community Association on the Purple 
Line Final Environmental Impact Statement 


Dear Sir/Madam: 


Thank you for providing the Edgevale Community with an opportunity to 
review and comment on the Purple Line’s Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS.) We are submitting for your consideration, our 
comments about the significant impact the project would have on our 
community, health and our homes. 


The Edgevale community, which resides north of East West HWY, 
between the Columbia Country Club and the Sleaford Rd access 
junction, was established in 1950. It is nestled in the last existing stand 
of the old Columbia Forest, hence our name “Columbia” on maps, as 
well as the name of the Country Club. It is one of the largest parcels of 
forested green space in Montgomery County inside the beltway. The 
community comprises 23 single family homes, 43% of which border the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way (aka the Capital Crescent Trail or 
simply, the Trail.) We chose to live below the mature tree canopy and in 
a park setting in the middle of an urban environment, and we are thus 
concerned about the Purple Line project and, particularly, the severe 
impact it will have on our community and the trail. 


After review, we would like to share our perspective on several issues 
that directly impact us: 

Trail/Transit Noise, Vibrations and Trail Safety 

Visual Impact 

Loss of Tree Canopy and Air Pollution 

Access to the trail via the Sleaford Rd Access Junction 

Trail/Transit Construction and Trail Availability 

Increased pedestrian and automobile traffic at Edgevale St and East 
West HWY 

Trail Aesthetics/Maintenance 

Derailment 

Sound Barrier 


Noise, Vibrations and Trail Safety 


Please note that FEIS mitigation methods of noise and vibrations should 
be mandated as part of the construction of the proposed Purple Line 
project from the beginning. Edgevale homeowners should also be given 
the same consideration that has been given to Columbia Country Club 
and the University of Maryland, namely that noise and vibration would be 
mitigated to the extent that it would not disturb people in the club house 
at Columbia CC or the students and researchers at the University of 
Maryland, even though the Dorms and Classroom buildings are located 
further away from the project line than our homes. 


Vibrations: The high frequency of vibrating ground from a high volume 


light rail line would be a significant problem for our community, 
especially for those with homes backing to the project. The project, for 
most of the line, will move at 20 - 30 MPH. What has been proposed 
uniquely for our area is a much more intense use of light rail, moving at 
45 MPH, at most hours of the day, in the narrowest part of the rail 
project, in very close proximity to older homes. We are very concerned 
about the effects of all of these vibrations on our health (mental and 
physical) and on the integrity of our properties. 


Noise: The Edgevale community reviewed the information in the FEIS 
regarding expected noise levels on the trail and the homes adjacent to 
the trail. We understand that MTA has computed these estimated noise 
levels via FTA criteria. These levels, however, have little bearing on the 
actual noise levels that Edgevale residents will experience when in one’s 
back yard or using the trail. The actual peak noise level when a train 
passes by is almost 90 decibels. One cannot carry on a conversation, 
nor hear a bike bell alerting that a biker is passing, at 90 decibels. 
Edgevale residents at home or on the trail, would experience these peak 
noise levels as frequently as every three minutes at most hours of the 
day. The Edgevale community finds these extreme vibration and noise 
levels completely unacceptable and seek significant mitigation. 


Trail users should not be exposed to peak noise levels approaching 90 
decibels. Noise mitigation measures need to be factored into the 
trail/transit design. The Edgevale community endorses the construction 
of a noise barrier, at least 10 feet high, between the trail and the transit 
line, incorporated in the design so no property in taken. Such a barrier 
will help mitigate noise for trail users and Edgevale residents and ensure 
the separation of trail users from the transit line, facilitating safer trail 
use. [Please note: The wall height may need to be higher than 10 feet to 
account for noise emanating from electric catenary wires, a noise source 
which was totally ignored in the FEIS noise analysis.] Importantly, this 
type of noise mitigation will also significantly reduce noise exposures at 
the trail access points and for homes adjacent to these points. Access to 
the transit right-of-way, which are necessary in the 

event of an emergency, may be facilitated by creating occasional gates 
in the noise barrier. 


Additionally, to further mitigate noise and vibration levels for Edgevale 
and surrounding areas, trains should reduce their speed and frequency 
during the early morning and evening hours. We also question 
proposed ridership demand that calls for the light rail to run so frequently 
in the early morning and late at night, and at such extreme hours. 


Visual Impact 


According to the FEIS, Edgevale ranks at the highest level in terms of 
negative visual impact to a community. The old freight train running 2x 
per day through our forested area at 20 MPH, was a minor visual impact. 
270 trains per day at 45 MPH in a tree-less landscape, would be a huge 
negative visual impact. During the early morning and evening hours, 
there would be a substantial visual impact of train headlights and lighting 
in the train cabins whizzing by, as well as the near constant visual 
energy of trains racing by at most other hours, in very close proximity to 
resident’s homes. Perhaps the best way to mitigate noise and visual 
impacts in this limited area is with a substantial masonry/concrete wall, 
much like what one would see along an interstate. Such a wall would 
also help guard against derailment (see item #9) and go a long way 
toward mitigating visual and noise impacts to those of us who would be 
immediate neighbors to the rail line. We also recommend special lights 
for the train to minimize light escape into the night sky. 


3. Loss of Tree Canopy and Air Pollution 


According to an American Forest (American Forest.org) analysis of the 
Interim Capital Crescent Trail and the proposed rail line found that with 
75.4% of the Trail covered with trees, 1,683 pounds of air pollutants are 
absorbed from the air each year. They note that, “by absorbing and 
filtering out pollutants, trees perform a vital air 

cleaning service that directly affects the well-being of urban dwellers.” 
This loss of pollution filtering will have direct health impact on Edgevale 
residents, yet there is no analysis of this impact or ways to attempt to 
mitigate it. The FEIS reports the area will be clear cut, with no attempt to 
conserve trees. Also not noted in the FEIS are the many trees that are 
on private property that may die when their root system is damaged 
during construction. We ask that an analysis be done to determine how 
take as few trees as possible, as well as to provide for the removal and 
replanting of trees directly and indirectly killed by the construction of the 
rail line, as close to the community as possible. 


4. Access to the Trail via the Sleaford Rd Access Junction 


The FEIS explains that there will be access from East West HWY to the 
trail along Sleaford Rd, and that this access includes a tunnel 
constructed under the trail/train. The Edgevale community is concerned 
about safety and aesthetic issues raised by a 50 - 60 foot tunnel in a 
residential neighborhood. We respectfully request that the tunnel not be 
lit at the intersection to the trail, so to avoid disturbing the adjacent 
residences and to keep from bringing unnecessary attention to the 
tunnel after dark. We understand that the tunnel should have lighting, we 
request that the lighting be confined to the tunnel itself. In addition, we 
request that the tunnel be equipped with a gate at each end to be 
opened no earlier than 6:00 a.m. and closed no later than 10 p.m. These 
accommodations would be the same as those used by the tunnel which 
runs under Wisconsin Ave. Currently, the Bethesda Urban Partnership 
takes responsibility for the Wisconsin Ave tunnel including daily gate 
opening and closing, general maintenance and graffiti removal. We 
would recommend a similar arrangement be made for the new tunnel. 


Finally, the community requests that MTA and Montgomery County work 
with those individual home owners that would be impacted by the access 
trail and tunnel to make accommodations for safety, security, and 
aesthetics to meet homeowners concerns. 


5. Trail/Transit Construction and Trail Availability 


Information on the construction phase of the Purple Line is very limited 

in the FEIS. As the Edgevale community will not only be severely 
impacted by the construction of the train and access points, but as right- 
of-ways for construction vehicles as well, we request the following 
accommodations: 

The Edgevale community requests active engagement with MTA and the 
construction contractor during the building phase. The community would 
provide a community representative(s) to participate in a community 
advisory board or at regular meetings in order to be updated on progress 
and to actively participate in the decision making process. 

Construction in residential areas must be limited to the times of 8 a.m. to 
5 p.m., weekdays and 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. on weekends. 

Construction vehicles, of any sort, will not be allowed to idle at anytime. 
Heavy construction equipment will not be parked in the neighborhood, 
which includes the East West Hwy Conservation Area. 

Construction access to the trail/transit right-of-way shall be from 
Connecticut Ave or Pearl Street. 

Purple Line employees, unless visiting a particular home/s for an 


appointment, will park at municipal lots, rather than park on Edgevale 
Street or Court. 

All Purple Line employees working in our neighborhood and their 
vehicles will have clearly visible identification at all times. Necessary 
vehicles will abide by local parking rules. 

All Purple Line employees working in our neighborhood will be held to a 
high degree of professional and personal conduct behavior. Monthly 
snail or email mail updates (depending on individual neighbor needs) on 
the status of construction activity and plans for the next month will be 
provided to the community representative/s and the homeowners 
adjacent to the trail. 

Access to any private property must be requested by snail mail/email 
according to neighbor need, 72 hours in advance and must be explicitly 
made to the homeowner. 


Finally, it is very important to the Edgevale community that the trail be 
available for use for the greatest extent possible during construction. It 
would be entirely unacceptable if the trail was unavailable for any 
significant period of time, as many of us use the trail for commuting to 
work and/or school, regular errands, and fitness. 


6. Trail Aesthetics/Maintenance 


The Edgevale Community understands that while MTA and its 
construction company will build the trail/transit complex, Montgomery 
County will finance trail construction and retain the responsibility to 
maintain the trail long-term. The Edgevale 

community believes that the trail should be a key consideration at the 
time of construction, With the construction of the Purple Line, Edgevale 
residents will lose the de facto quiet, linear park that is a neighborhood 
treasure. This permanent loss needs to be properly accounted for with 
ample investment in and careful consideration of the trail experience. To 
that end, we request that the following accommodations within the 
current Purple Line and trail footprint to enhance the post-Purple Line 
trail aesthetics and experience: 

The conservation and/or re-planting of as many trees as possible to 
provide shade relief, absorb air pollution, as well as provide visual 
mitigation to the area, which according to the FEIS, will have major 
negative visual impact. This is the least MTA can do for this community. 
Shaded benches should be placed at equal intervals along the trail. 
Careful consideration should be given to drainage to avoid ponding of 
be on the trail and any negative impacts on plantings in the "green" 
median. 

Edgevale is mostly downhill of the project. Storm water run-off must get 
careful attention. 


As these matters will have to be discussed as part of the trail/transit 
construction, the Edgevale Community's interests should be adequately 
represented if our Association is afforded the opportunity to participate in 
a construction advisory committee, as noted above under item 5. 


7. Increased pedestrian and automobile traffic at Edgevale St and East 
West HWY 


As there is currently no public access to the trail from the Edgevale 
community and with the addition of the Sleaford Rd access, the 
Edgevale community anticipates increased automobile traffic within our 
neighborhood, as well as pedestrian traffic across East West HWY from 
neighboring communities, especially during weekends and 

holidays. Currently, given the topography of East West HWY at 
Edgevale St, it is VERY 

difficult to see traffic coming (as a motorist, bicyclist or pedestrian) from 


either direction, especially given the high rate of speed at which cars, 
buses and trucks regularly travel. Despite the 35mph speed limit, 
vehicles regularly exceed 50mph as they travel downhill in the direction 
of Edgevale St. Individuals regularly cross East West HWY in order to 
use the Metro bus system, with bus stops located on each side of the 
HWY. We respectfully request that the following accommodations be 
made to ensure the safety and security of our residents: 

A traffic light should be installed at Edgevale St. and East West Hwy to 
allow for pedestrians to safely cross East West HWY. This light will 
additionally allow the residents of the Edgevale Community to safely exit 
onto East West HWY, especially during hours of peak congestion when 
itis difficult to turn onto East West HWY. As an added measure, the 
traffic light could be speed sensitive (similar to lights used in other 
jurisdictions, such as Arlington, VA) such that the light would 
automatically turn red for vehicles that were exceeding the speed limit in 
either direction. In Bethesda’s Kenwood neighborhood, Brookside Dr. 
exits at River Road. A sensor reads that a car is waiting, and a light 
change is set. 


We request a wider sidewalk be installed from the trail access point at 
the Sleaford/East West HWY intersection that includes a "green strip" 
between the curb of East West HWY and side walk, as has been 
installed up the road next to Columbia Country Club. Separation from 
the curb is a key to safety. Montgomery County's own transportation 
plan for East West HWY calls for the green strip. Additionally, to enable 
safe pedestrian egress from Edgevale St. to the tunnel, a short section 
of sidewalk on the east side of Edgevale Street along the East West 
Highway Conservation Area would improve pedestrian safety to the 
tunnel. We are aware that East West HWY is a state road. We ask 
MTA to work with the State Highway Administration to make these 
mitigations happen. 


8. Derailing 


We request that the possibility of both a derailment be considered and 
planned for. Normally, a light rail train, like those found all over Europe, 
is not a derailing concern because it moves at 20 or 30 MPH (often with 
traffic). However, the proposed design 

speed through our neighborhood is the highest on the entire proposed 
route. Trains will be moving at 50+ MPH. This type of speed, combined 
with the weight of the trains, causes legitimate concerns about derailing. 
The kinetic energy of trains moving at 45+ MPH is huge and, if they 
were to derail, they would destroy any house in its path. More space 
and setbacks would help guard against derailing. However, the Right of 
Way (ROW) is actually at its narrowest point in our neighborhood (66', 
by comparison, the ROW through CCC is about 100' wide). Perhaps 
the best way to guard against derailing is to either limit speed or provide 
physical design barriers to trap/channel a derailed train. We are not 
design engineers, but perhaps lowering/depressing the train route into 
the ground and providing a reinforced concrete wall of some appropriate 
height to help contain a derailed train. Also, if a derailed train were to 
strike the center poles carrying the overhead electric wire, it is 
conceivable that the wire could fall over and come into contact with the 
proposed barrier fence that MTA wants to put on top of the 4’ sound 
walls, thereby charging the fence and creating an electrocution hazard. 
To help prevent such an occurrence we seek ways to "ground" fencing 
or otherwise insulate the electrical system. 


Sound Barrier 


According to the FEIS, a 4’ sound barrier will be installed. However at 
the special community meeting for homes backing to the trail in 


Edgevale and East Bethesda in August 2013, officials stated clearly that 
the wall in our area would be at least 6’. Please update the FEIS to 
honor this statement, as well as understand that the Edgevale 
community seeks a wall of 10’ to try to mitigate the severe visual impact 
level, etc., as outlined above. 


11. Conclusion 


The Edgevale Community again appreciates the opportunity to provide 
these comments to MTA. Please contact Lynda Williams at 301-767- 
5044 or 3suns5@gmail.com, or Kate Detwiler at 703-351-8788 or 
Kate.Detwiler@gmail.com to address any questions you may have 
regarding the concerns of the Edgevale Community on these matters. 
Thank you for considering our perspectives. 


Sincerely, 
Lynda Williams 
President, Edgevale Community Association 


Cc:Mike Madden, Purple Line Project, MTA 

Roger Berliner, Montgomery County Council Member, District 1 
Rich Madaleno, MD Senator, District 18 

Al Carr, MD State Representative, District 18 

Chris Van Hollen, MD, 8th Congressional District 

Arthur Holmes, Direct, Montgomery County DOT 
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First Name : richard | 
Last Name : greene 
Email Address : rickg@umd.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : | strongly support the effort to save the natural environment of the trail 
that runs from Silver Spring to Bethesda, especially the section from 
Conn Ave to Bethesda. It would be a severe permanent loss to our area 
: to run trains through this last remaining natural area. Surely, the purple 
line could be put elsewhere. Even if the cost were higher for another 
route, so be it. The natural environment in our area is priceless. 


R. L. Greene 
Chevy Chase, MD 
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First Name : Cecily 
Last Name: Baskir 
Email Address : cebaskir@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Attached and below please find our comments on the FEIS for the 


purple line. 
To Whom It May Concern: 


We are residents of the Town of Chevy Chase (one of whom is also a 
1992 


Bethesda-Chevy Chase High School graduate) and write to express 

some 

specific concerns about the Final Environmental Impact Statement for 

the 

proposed Purple Line. In principle, we support more transit and the idea 
f 


O 

the Purple Line. We are also, however, parents of future B-CC students 
and 

avid Capital Crescent/Georgetown Branch trail users. The following 
issues 

are therefore very important to us. 


1. We want to see a safe and practical crossing at Lynn Drive for our 
children and others to get to B-CC High School without having to take a 
longer, more dangerous detour along Wisconsin Avenue and/or East 
West 

Highway. We urge you to carefully reexamine the possibility of an at- 
grade 

crossing to permit students to reach B-CC by walking predominantly 
along 

safer neighborhood streets. 


2 We use the Capital Crescent and Georgetown Branch trails 
regularly, 

including the tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue, for both recreational and 
commuting purposes. We are concerned about plans to preclude the 
use of the 

trail through the tunnel/ by the new Bethesda station, forcing large 
numbers 

of trail users to cross Wisconsin Avenue at street level. We would not 
be 

surprised if many users continue to go through the tunnel on the 
proposed 

sidewalk, crowding the sidewalk and station platform. Please take this 
into 

consideration and try to find a safe, workable solution for trail users that 
does not require crossing Wisconsin Avenue at street level. 


3. We also want to express our very strong desire that the trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring be preserved, with construction 
done ina 

way that leaves the trail as safe, quiet, and shaded as possible. One of 
the wonderful things about walking, jogging, and cycling on the 
Georgetown 

Branch trail is its peaceful, shady nature. We are concerned about the 


Attachments : 


significant loss of canopy trees and prospective noise levels along the 
new 

Purple Line, destroying much of the wonderful character of the trail and 
bordering neighborhoods (not to mention raising safety and health 
issues). 

Please do whatever is necessary to ensure that the trail is not sacrificed 
as plans for and construction of the Purple Line move forward. 


In general, we are concerned that promises have been made to trail 
users and 

residents of neighborhoods along the proposed Purple Line in attempts 
to 

garner support for the project, yet some of those promises (or 
compromises) 

are being abandoned or may be abandoned in the future, due to cost 
and other 

reasons. The trail has been a wonderful and safe way for countless 
numbers 

of people to travel and enjoy recreational activities for decades - and one 
of us used the Lynn Drive crossing to get to B-CC High School more 
than 

twenty years ago. If the developers of this project fail to keep their 
promises regarding the Capital Crescent/Georgetown Branch trail while 
proceeding with construction of the Purple Line and deforestation of the 
surrounding areas, we will surely express our disapproval at the ballot 
box 

and elsewhere. 


Sincerely, 

Cecily Baskir & John Freedman 
4408 Ridge St. 

Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


301-907-0242 
Purple Line FEIS comment-Baskir.docx (16 kb) 
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First Name: Martha Blair 
Last Name: FitzGerald 
Email Address : fitzfam1@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : The Purple Line is a terrible idea!! 
Social Enginering at its best by O'Malley! 


Its expensive and completely unnecessary when you could do the rapid 
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First Name: David 
Last Name: Stinson 
Email Address : dylcarcal@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : As a home owner on Dale Drive and a resident of the Seven Oaks 
Evanswood neighborhood, | ask that MTA keep open the issue of what 
to do about the Power Substation on Wayne. The imposition of a train 
: line on Wayne Avenue is going to affect the neighborhood quite a bit. 
Please help preserve the character of our neighborhood by at least 
designing a substation that does not detract from the neighborhood. The 
best option is to place it underground. MTA can do this if they make it a 
priority. It should be a priority. 


David Stinson 
715 Dale Drive 
Silver Spring 
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First Name : Robert 
Last Name : Fitzgerald 
Email Address : ggfitzgerald@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : As 90 Year old widower who has lived here since 1967, | ask that MTA 
keep open the matter of the Power Substation on Wayne Ave. 


C4 Preservation of this neighborhood is essential and can only be achieved 
by creating a substation whose location and design are compatible with 
the area. 


Robert D. Fitzgerald 620 Bennington Dr. Silver Spring, MD 
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First Name : Anne 
Last Name : Spielberg 
Email Address : aspielberg@harmoncurran.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 
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To the Maryland Transit Administration - Purple Line Maryland 

lam a 20 year resident of Silver Spring who lives within one and half 
blocks of Wayne Avenue, where the Purple Line is scheduled to be built 
in the midst of our residential neighborhood. | am writing to address the 
failure of the proposed Purple Line project and the FEIS to address 
critical environmental impacts on our community, to adequately consider 
alternatives, and to appropriately balance the exorbitant costs of the 
project against its adverse impacts compared with those of alternatives 
that would avoid some of those adverse impacts. 

Traction Power Substation at Cloverfield Road/Greenbrier Drive Must be 
Moved and Buried 

The proposed Purple Line plans to place a traction power substation at 
the end of my street on Wayne Avenue at Cloverfield Road and 
Greenbrier Drive. This power substation does not belong in the midst of 
our residential community, essentially sitting on front lawn of a house, 
yards from our homes and a nearby senior retirement community. The 
proposal to "disguise" the substation is simply inadequate. 

Instead, alternatives to this proposed siting of the power substation are 
available and should be used. The substation can be moved to a nearby 
commercial area and it can be buried, as has been persuasively 
proposed by the Wayne Avenue Working Group on Purple Line Design, 
whose comments | endorse and incorporate by reference. The state can 
expend the necessary resources to make these alternatives a reality, as 
has been done to protect other communities affected by the Purple Line 
in the western part of Montgomery County. Those alternatives have not 
been explored or considered in the FEIS even though pursuing them 
would avoid the adverse effects caused by the current proposal for the 
substation. 

Dale Drive Station is Not Necessary and Should Not Be Included 

The proposed Purple Line leaves space in the design for a possible 
future station at Wayne Avenue and Dale Drive, resulting in unneeded 
adverse impacts on the surrounding community. There is no need for 
such a station, given the low ridership that will be generated from the 
surrounding area (as demonstrated by accurate, supporting data) and 
the existence of three other stations within a very short distance. 
Eliminating a Dale Drive station, even if only in concept, will avoid 
widening Wayne Avenue at that location (the width of Colesville Road), 
thereby helping to preserve additional mature trees and green space. It 
will also avoid the traffic and safety problems arising from creating a stop 
at that intersection near both an elementary and a middle school, and 
the significant noise pollution associated with train after train stopping at 
the station. This station is unnecessary and will only slow the Purple 
Line Train down further, making it unattractive to commuters. The 
alternative of leaving out this station, unless its need is proven at a later 
date, must be pursued and adopted. 

Less Expensive and Destructive Alternatives Must be Considered and 
Adopted 

The planned Purple Line section through the residential neighborhood 
on Wayne Avenue does not achieve one of its purported goals of 
improving public transit and presumably having fewer cars on our 
streets. The route on Wayne Avenue will be extremely slow, given that 
lanes will be shared with cars, the route must go slowly through 
numerous intersections and downtown Silver Spring, and there are an 
excessive number of proposed station stops. It has been acknowledged 
by MTA that the Purple Line will NOT improve traffic congestion. 

While not helping traffic congestion, the proposed Purple Line will have 
many adverse environmental effects, including destruction of our already 
rapidly disappearing tree canopy, loss of green space, division of the 
community by erecting a barrier down the middle of Wayne Avenue, 
destruction of the visual landscape by the poles and wires required for 
the line, noise pollution from the trains' wheels and whistles, traffic and 
safety problems because of the shared lanes and surrounding 


residences and schools, and adverse sediment and stormwater impacts 
on Sligo Creek. 

Many of these impacts can be avoided if instead of building the Purple 
Line, more express buses are used on Wayne Avenue or if bus rapid 
transit were pursued instead. Hybrid vehicles can be used which are 
better for the environment, and buses would not result in as significant 
tree and green space loss, noise pollution, and visual pollution. Express 
buses would also provide better and more flexible rapid transit, at a 
fraction of the astronomical cost to be spent on the Purple Line. In 
addition, the lower cost of using of buses would ensure that our 
government remains in control of our critical infrastructure, rather than 
having to create a public-private partnership beholden to private 
investors to be able to afford the Purple Line. 

Rather than spending scarce public resources on a wasteful and 
destructive Purple Line for the benefit of developers and private parties, 
MTA and the FEIS must consider and pursue express bus and bus rapid 
transit alternatives that avoid the detrimental impacts on our 
environment and community. 

Sincerely, 


Anne Spielberg 

606 Greenbrier Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
301-587-7972 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


John 
Midlen 
john@midlen.com 


The FEIS does not seem to recognize the portion of the Capital 
Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring as a park; rather it is 
merely a right of way, i.e., the Georgetown Branch of an abandoned rail 
line. That rail line was a single track used just a few time a week to 
sloooocooowly deliver coal from the main rail line to Georgetown. | have 
lived on Lynn Drive, less than a block from the old rail line, since July 1, 
1974. After that rail line was abandoned in the early 1980s, what is now 
the Capital Crescent Trail from Georgetown along the C & O Canal, up 
through the Palisades, past Dalecarlia Reservoir, through Bethesda, 
through Chevy Chase and into Silver Spring came into being as a linear 
park through Rails to Trails. To destroy so much of it as runs from 
Bethesda to Silver Spring is an ecological nightmare and disaster. The 
tree canopy alone is irreplaceable. The hiking and biking experience will 
be destroyed if relegated to being nothing more than a sun baked 
sidewalk next to a dual track light rail line with trains racing past at up to 
45 mph. This insanity simply can not be funded by rational beings. 
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First Name : Ellen 

Last Name : Mentzer 

Business/Agency/Associati Sligo Branview Community Association 
on Name : 

Email Address : ellenm612@starpower.net 


Submission Content/Notes : All recipients: 


The attachment contains the comments on the Purple Line FEIS of 28 
August 
2013 that were generated by the Sligo Branview Community Association 


O 
Silver Spring, MD 20901. 


William R Mentzer Jr. 
President, 
Sligo Branview Community Association 


<mailto:ellenm612@starpower.net> ellenm612@starpower.net 





SLIGO-BRANVIEW COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 


Sligo Branview Community Association (SBCA) Comments and Suggestions 
on the Purple Line (PL) Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) signed 
28 August 2013 


Representatives of the SBCA’ reviewed and discussed relevant sections of the Final FEIS for the 
proposed Purple Line (PL) light rail transit project. The proposed alignment for the project 
passes through or in close proximity to our neighborhood, at grade, in mixed traffic and through 
a tunnel, with 3 stations (Manchester Place, Long Branch, and Piney Branch) in our immediate 
vicinity. As such, residents and businesses in our neighborhood will be directly impacted not 
only during the construction phase but for decades to come. For this reason, we have studied the 
voluminous materials comprising the FEIS and have the following comments and concerns 
which we expect not only the Maryland Transit Administration (MTA) but also Montgomery 
County (MoCo) agencies and our representatives at the states and local levels to respond to. By 
response, we mean action — making appropriate adjustments to the preliminary plans and 
working with SBCA and the other affected civic associations and their members along the entire 
route as the process moves forward. 


Traffic Management: The PL will be at grade, in mixed traffic along Wayne Ave. up to the 
tunnel east of Manchester Rd., and again from Arliss St. and Piney Branch Rd. to Piney Branch 
Rd. and University Blvd. The intersections at Sligo Creek Pkwy./Wayne Ave., Manchester Rd. 
/Wayne Ave., Arliss St./Piney Branch Rd. and Flower Ave./Piney Branch Rd. are already 
heavily congested at peak hours and are failing. MTA’s own traffic forecasts with the Purple 
Line, envision worsening congestion over the next two decades and beyond. At the same time, 
the time savings attributed to the PL between Dale Drive and Piney Branch stations Park are at 
odds with those traffic forecasts, (assuming trip times of less than 12 minutes versus present bus 
times of over 20 minutes at peak hours). Our concern is that the FEIS documents and 
discussions with MTA and MoCo representatives present woefully insufficient measures along 
this alignment to offset the negative congestion impacts the PL will exacerbate, especially at 
peak hours. These negative effects are due largely to the fact that the PL travels in mixed traffic 
in this area. Changes are called for regarding: 


e Roadway widening near congested intersections 
e Changes to bus routes/schedules on congested roadways 
e Traffic calming on side streets. 


While the FEIS documentation indicates some changes to the roadway along Wayne and Arliss 
to reduce congestion, those measures are partial and incomplete, largely comprised of right turn 
lanes added to a couple of intersections. Road widening to permit right and left turn lanes in 
addition to through lanes should be instituted at Wayne Ave./Sligo Creek Pkwy., in both 
directions, Wayne Ave. and Manchester Rd., and Arliss St./Piney Branch Rd. Regarding bus 
routes and schedules, there are currently 6 lines running along the most congested parts of 


* The SBCA section of East Silver Spring totals over 940 single family homes plus 64 townhouses and some 
apartments. 
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Wayne Ave. which stop all along the street, especially at the choke point between Manchester 

Rd. and Sligo Creek Pkwy. The FEIS indicates only a single change (J4 metro bus) in 

routes/schedules leaving the PL to compete with all of the remaining lines for road space and 

headway through our community. Buses should be rerouted off of critical stretches of Wayne 

Ave. and Flower Ave. and/or their schedules reduced, not increased during peak hours. Beyond 

bus schedules and routes, the location of stops needs to be changed significantly to accommodate 

the PL. The drawings in Vol. II of the FEIS for Wayne Ave. are either vague or inappropriate 

regarding bus stop locations. Wayne Ave. between Sligo Creek Pkwy and the PL tunnel should 

be free of bus stops. Those stops should be moved to other streets (route changes) or further east 
on Wayne Ave. (above Manchester Pl.) and west on Wayne Ave. (west of Sligo Creek Pkwy.). 


Congestion along Wayne Ave., Flower Ave. and Piney Branch Rd. at peak hours has given rise 
to growing “cut through” traffic on residential side streets (Eton Rd., Bradford Rd. - east and 
west of Wayne Ave., Plymouth St., Manchester Rd. - east and west of Wayne Ave., Manchester 
Pl. and Walden Rd.). These streets are narrow and cannot accommodate vehicles traveling at 
even moderate speeds to skirt traffic on the main roads. Traffic calming measures are called for, 
whether in the form of “right turn only” off of the main roadway at peak hours, speed bumps or 
similar measures. None of these appear to have been considered in the FEIS but must be in order 
for our neighborhood roads to remain just that, residential side streets. 


Pedestrian Access and Safety: | The drawings in the FEIS are not particularly informative 
about pedestrian access along the PL route and in and around the Manchester Place station. 
Where the PL crosses pedestrian crosswalks, either signals or “must stop” signage should be 
used. For the Manchester Place station, complete ADA compliant sidewalks on both sides of the 
station and to the entrances must be provided. FEIS drawings indicate pedestrians on Wayne 
Ave. cannot access the Manchester Place station directly from Wayne Ave which will seriously 
impact access to the station by the majority of potential users of that station, i.e., people residing 
in the multi-unit garden and high-rise apartments as well as single family homes on the north 
side of Wayne Ave. Moreover, quality and placement of lighting, stairways and elevators are not 
described but are of great concern to the community. Safety is also a major concern: the 
drawings indicate no barriers to entering the tunnel from Wayne Ave. nor from Plymouth St., 
merely retaining walls. The FEIS contains no analysis of maximum safe speeds in mixed traffic 
in hilly, residential neighborhoods such as those along Wayne Ave., nor of incident management 
in the event of sudden braking to avoid collision with pedestrians or cyclists crossing in its path. 
We implore the MTA’s PL team to spend more time (and money) on these access and safety 
issues than on ‘Art in Transit’ features and shrubbery choices. 


Residential Parking: According to the FEIS, no parking facilities are to be provided at the 
Manchester Place, Long Branch, nor Piney Branch PL stations. The assumption is that all riders 
will walk or take buses to these stations, at all times of year, regardless of weather, distance or 
ambulatory ability. Many civic associations and their members have repeatedly expressed 
skepticism, indeed disbelief to MTA and MoCo transportation officials regarding this 
assumption. Many people in the area who plan to use the PL have explicitly indicated they 
would drive to the station and try to park on the side streets. The side streets in the SBCA 
neighborhood tend to be quite narrow, indeed narrower than those found elsewhere in East Silver 
Spring and are too narrow to accommodate parking on both sides and still permit safe passage of 
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vehicles traveling in two directions. At present, there are no parking restrictions on any side 

streets off of Wayne Ave., Flower Ave., Arliss St. or Piney Branch Rd. For the PL, parking is to 

be eliminated on Arliss St. For streets within 5 blocks of the Manchester Place stations (Eton 

Rd., Bradford Rd., Plymouth St., Reading Rd., Manchester Pl.), the county should institute 

permit parking for residents of those streets. For the Long Branch Station on Arliss Rd., permit 

parking should be instituted on Walden Rd., Garland Ave., and Plymouth St. Moreover, the 

county should provide public parking close to the Long Branch Station (which is recommended 
in the new draft Long Branch Sector Plan). 


TPSS Station-Arliss: The FEIS proposes a Traction Power Substation (TPSS) on the north side 
of Arliss St. and Flower Ave. This is a long structure ~52 feet, which will “hum” 24/7, to be 
sited above grade in a highly visible location next to multi-family residences’. The FEIS states 
that the TPSS will be “disguised” as a windowless home, 10’ x 60’ with large gates for a truck 
entrance. This is visually unacceptable and invites crime (common with unoccupied structures). 
The intended site for this TPSS is adjacent to the PL Wayne Ave. - to - Arliss St. tunnel, near the 
Arliss St. end. This end of the tunnel is to be built by the open trenching method. Since this is 
the case and since this type of TPSS can be buried, as has been done in other US localities (eg 
Anaheim CA). The structure to house this TPSS should be incorporated into the tunnel structure 
near the intended site. By doing this, the TPSS access and water management concerns, which 
are similar to those for the train tunnel maintenance can be addressed concurrently. If this 
proves to be infeasible, the TPSS should be still be buried elsewhere on that site. 


Noise and Vibration: The FEIS notes but does not adequately address noise produced by the 
PL trains: Wheel squeal, warning bells, horns and possibly train gate closures. The PL train will 
pass literally 100s of residencies in our neighborhood. As it does, it will generate noise from 
wheel squeal (especially at turning points of which there are several in our area), sound warning 
bells at all manner of crossings, and horns.’ The abatement methods suggested in the FEIS (train 
skirts) are inadequate and sound barriers are ineffective in mixed traffic. Experience from other 
Light Rail Transit (LRT) systems in the US indicates more effective methods including 
continuous track lubrication to deal with wheel squeal. Other means need to be identified for 
reducing the decibel level of warning bells and horns. There is no mention in the FEIS of ‘train 
gates” yet these are currently used in Baltimore. Much more needs to be done to address these 
matters to comply fully with County standards on acceptable noise levels. 


The SBCA and its members, together with other civic associations along Wayne Ave., Arliss St., 
and Piney Branch Rd. are sharing our strong concerns with you on these matters to ensure it fits 
well with our neighborhoods which it is ostensibly meant to serve. We are aware that some of the 
changes we are insisting on will cost money. However, the amounts in questions are modest by 
any standard, and relative to the costly changes recently incorporated into the design of the PL in 
Bethesda and Chevy Chase to mitigate negative impacts in those neighborhoods. The residents 
of our areas merit the same consideration. We are the riders and taxpayers who will use and pay 


* The FEIS designates Wayne Ave as a ‘high impact’ area (chapter 4): “an extensive change to visual character 
constituting high visual effect would occur along ...Wayne Ave.....For visual impacts, continued coordination with EJ 
populations and assessment of design and aesthetic treatments...will be performed during further design 
development to address adverse visual impacts’ 

* It is unclear whether train gates are to be used at signal crossings and other points along the alignment. 
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for this important project. Our concerns are valid and our proposals for modification should be 
acted upon by the MTA and by the relevant MoCo agencies. 


Thank you for your consideration. We look forward to working with MTA and MoCo agencies 
to take the necessary actions to fully respond to these concerns. 


William R. Mentzer Jr. 

President 

Sligo Branview Community Association 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20901 


Dist: 

MTA Purple Line: FEIS@purplelinemd.com 

Henry Kay, Maryland Transit Administration: hkay@mta.md.gov 

Michael Madden, MTA Director, Purple Line Project: mmadden@mta.md.gov 
State Delegate, Sheila Hixson: sheila. hixson.annapolis@house.state.md.us 

State Delegate, Tom Hucker: tom.hucker@house.state.md.us 

State Delegate, Heather Mizeur: heather.mizeur@house.state.md.us 

State Senator, Jamie Raskin: jamie.raskin@senate.state.md.us 

County Executive, Isiah Leggett: ocemail@montgomerycountymd.gov 
Councilmember, Valerie Ervin: Councilmember.ervin@montgomerycountymd.gov 
Gary Erenrich, Montgomery County Department of Transportation: 
gerenreich@montgomerycountymd.gov 

Ms. Francoise Carrier, Montgomery County Planning Board: MCP-Chair@mncppc-mc.org 
Katherine Shaver: katherine.shaver@washpost.com 

Aline Barros: abarros@gazette.net 
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First Name : Kahlil S 
Last Name : Glenn 
Email Address : kglenn1229@outlook.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | I've the trail and use it 4 times a week . It would be destroyed by noise 


and dangerous trains if the purple line is put thete 
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Attachments : 


Rafe 

Petersen 

3200 Farmington Drive 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
rafe.petersen@hklaw.com 


Attached are comments on the purple line. 

Rafe Petersen 

3200 Farmington Drive 

Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815 
Rafe.petersen@me.com<mailto:Rafe.petersen@me.com> 
202-491 -8839 





“IRS CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: TO ENSURE COMPLIANCE 
WITH REQUIREMENTS IMPOSED BY THE IRS, WE INFORM YOU 
THAT ANY TAX ADVICE CONTAINED IN THIS COMMUNICATION 
(INCLUDING ANY ATTACHMENTS) IS NOT INTENDED OR WRITTEN 
BY HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP TO BE USED, AND CANNOT BE USED, 
FOR THE PURPOSE OF (I) AVOIDING TAX-RELATED PENALTIES 
UNDER THE INTERNAL REVENUE CODE, OR (II) PROMOTING, 
MARKETING, OR RECOMMENDING TO ANOTHER PARTY ANY TAX- 
RELATED MATTER HEREIN.**** 





NOTE: This e-mail is from a law firm, Holland & Knight LLP ("H&K"), and 
is intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. 
If you believe you received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender 
immediately, delete the e-mail from your computer and do not copy or 
disclose it to anyone else. If you are not an existing client of H&K, do not 
construe anything in this e-mail to make you a client unless it contains a 
specific statement to that effect and do not disclose anything to H&K in 
reply that you expect it to hold in confidence. If you properly received 
this e-mail as a client, co-counsel or retained expert of H&K, you should 
maintain its contents in confidence in order to preserve the attorney- 
client or work product privilege that may be available to protect 
confidentiality. 
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October 21, 2013 


Purple Line Outreach Team 

Maryland Transit Administration 

100 S. Charles Street | Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 


Comments on Purple Line Environmental Impact Statement 


My name is Rafe Petersen, I am the father of two students who are currently at Rosemary 
Hills Elementary School (RHPS) and my three children will all attend public schools in the 
Bethesda Chevy Chase (BCC) cluster. I am filing these comments on the Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for the proposed Purple Line and the impacts of this project on RHPS. 


The preferred alternative for the Purple Line will run within 69 feet of RHPS, a primary 
school consisting of approximately 650 children in grades Kindergarten to second. The EIS fails 
to adequately analyze the direct, indirect and cumulative impacts of this project on RHPS and the 
surrounding neighborhood. Foremost, the EIS fails to adequately analyze the noise and vibration 
impacts on the school as well as the impacts from construction. While the EIS suggests that 
there may be future site specific assessments and appropriate mitigation measures this is 
inadequate under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The vague and equivocal 
offer to "coordinate with” Rosemary Hills Elementary School, "to minimize disruptions to the 
extent reasonably feasible" is inadequate. 


NEPA requires federal agencies proposing any "major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human environment" to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement 
("EIS").! The EIS helps "public officials make decisions that are based on understanding of 
environmental consequences, and take actions that protect, restore, and enhance the 
environment."” It informs the public and provides a "springboard for public comment."? It 
"ensures that important effects will not be overlooked or underestimated only to be discovered 
after resources have been committed or the die otherwise cast."* Essential to an adequate EIS are 
assessment of the social, economic, and environmental impacts of a proposed action or project 
and consideration of appropriate impact mitigation: avoidance, minimization and compensation. 
Neither has been done for RHPS. 


' 42 U.S.C. §4332(2)(C). 
2-40 C.F.R. §1500.1(c). 
> Robertson vy Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 349 (1989) 
4 
Id 


The EIS must consider the direct and indirect impact on RHPS 


NEPA requires agencies to consider in their environmental impact analyses three types of 
effects of their proposed actions: direct, indirect, and cumulative.° The NEPA regulations define 
"effects" to include "ecological .. . aesthetic, historic, cultural, economic, social, or health." ° 
NEPA's action forcing requirements are not driven by environmental values alone. Here, the 
project proponent makes little effort to adequately understand the impact of running this high 
volume of trains so close to a primary school. The EIS concludes that "No noise impacts [to 
RHPS] are anticipated from any of the Build Alternatives." A comparison with the sporadic use 
of the existing freight line is not sufficient. The EIS must consider the whole spectrum of 
impacts on the school and these five to eight year old students, who are the most vulnerable in 
our cluster. 


Once the EIS has adequately explained the impacts any proposed mitigation must be 
appropriate and reasonable. NEPA requires consideration of mitigation measures in comparison 
of alternatives to avoid or lessen potentially significant environmental effects of proposed 
actions. In turn, at the time of the decision, the agency must discuss mitigation measures and 
how they factored into selection of the preferred alternative.’ 


Mitigation is defined by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations to 
include the following: 

(a) Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action. 

(b) Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its 
implementation. 

(c) Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the affected 
environment. 

(d) Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance 
operations during the life of the action. 

(e) Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or 
environments. 


"Mitigation... and other conditions established in the environmental impact statement or 
during its review and committed as part of the decision shall be implemented by the lead agency 
or other appropriate consenting agency."” Hence, lead agencies shall "include appropriate 
conditions [i.e. mitigation] in grants, permits or other approvals" and shall "condition funding of 
actions on mitigation." 


For the "credit" of mitigation to have any meaning it must be something that an agency 
identifies in a NEPA document and commits to implement to achieve an environmentally 


°40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(c). Cumulative effects include "the impact on the environment which results from the 
incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions 
regardless of what agency (Federal or nonfederal) or person undertakes such other actions." 40 C.F.R. § 1508.7 
°40 C.F.R. § 1508.8 

740 C.F.R. § 1505.2. 

® 40 C.F.R. § 1508.20. 

° 40 C.F.R. § 1505.3. 

AO C.E.R. § 1505.3. 


preferable outcome (i.e. it allows the agency to conclude that the chosen alternative is 
environmentally preferable). In those situations, the agency is required to ensure that the 
mitigation is adopted and implemented via the Record of Decision (ROD).'’ Simply disclosing 
that mitigation is possible and will reduce impacts does not appreciably advance the analysis of 
the EIS. According to the CEQ Guidance, mitigation measures should be clearly described as 
part of the proposed action and implemented with the proposed action. '* Otherwise, the 


mitigation cannot be relied upon in determining which alternative is environmentally superior.”° 


If the preferred alternative is selected, the project proponent must demonstrate a 
concerted effort to avoid, minimize and mitigate the harm on RHPS and its students. Yet, the 
EIS fails to provide any detail concerning how it will ameliorate the effects on the educational 
environment from the Purple Line from noise, vibration and potential visual impacts when the 
school is expanded to two stories. The peak ridership of the Purple Line will occur when RHPS 
kids are at school. In turn, as the project proponent is aware, RHPS will be built to two stories in 
the near future. The EIS must explore and offer adequate mitigation for all visual, noise, 
vibration and construction impacts of the Purple Line on RHPS in its present and future 
configuration.'4 


Environmental Justice 


The lack of adequate analysis of the impact of this project on RHPS and the surrounding 
area raises the specter of environmental justice. The demographics of our student body has racial 
and ethnic diversity and has many students receiving free and reduced-price meals (FARMS). 


As you are aware, Executive Order 12898 directs each Federal Agency to “make 
achieving environmental justice part of its mission by identifying and addressing, as appropriate, 
disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental effects of its programs, 
policies, and activities on minority populations and low-income populations. ...” In turn, 
mitigation measures identified as part of an EIS should, whenever feasible, address significant 
and adverse environmental effects of proposed federal actions on minority populations and low- 
income populations. Thus, among the core principles of environmental justice is the requirement 
that impacts are adequately identified and that mitigation is appropriately utilized. 


'' 40 C.F.R. § 1505.2(c). 

'? The January 14, 2011 CEQ memorandum on mitigation, reiterates that "agencies should clearly identify any 
mitigation measures adopted as agency commitments or otherwise relied upon (to the extent consistent with agency 
authority or other legal authority)..." Appropriate Use of Mitigation and Monitoring and Clarifying the 
Appropriate Use of Mitigated Findings of No Significant Impact ("CEQ Guidance") at 3-6. The CEQ Guidance also 
states that the ROD must identify those mitigation measures that the agency is adopting and committing to 
implement. /d. at 6-7. 

'3 See 40 C.F.R. § 1502.2 (requiring some comparison between alternatives in the ROD); CEQ 40-Questions, #19 
(explaining that mitigation outside the jurisdiction of the lead or cooperating agencies may be identified but are not 
committed to as part of the ROD); of, Sierra Club v. Marsh, 769 F.2d 868, 877 (1st Cir. 1985) ("[Preparation of an 
EIS] is essential to ensure that the final decision is based on all the relevant factors and that the full NEPA process 
will result in enforceable mitigation measures through the Record of Decision."). 

'4 For example, if private residences are offered sound barriers (a situation where most people are not home during 
peak ridership), then surely a primary school (where the kids are in school during peak use) is equally worthy of a 
barrier. 


Here, there appears to be no effort to understand the impact of this project on RHPS and 
its students. There is no way to understand if such impacts will be addressed, but the fact that 
other sections of the line in other neighborhoods already appear to have mitigation evaluated 
suggests an issue of environmental justice. 


Growth inducing impacts on our schools 


NEPA requires that an EIS address the indirect effects of a proposed project. Indirect 
effects may include "growth inducing effects and other effects related to induced changes in the 
pattern of land use, population density, or growth rate, and related effects on air and water and 
other natural systems, including ecosystems." 40 C.F.R. §1508.8(b). Growth-inducing effects 
are indirect impacts of a federal action "which are caused by the action and are later in time or 
farther removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable." 40 C.F.R. §1508.8(b). Direct 
growth-inducing impacts occur if a federal action would foster population growth including the 
construction of housing, lead to urbanization of land in a remote area, or lead to substantial 
economic expansion or growth. In addition, indirect growth inducement may occur where the 
federal action removes impediments to growth in an area such as one with a lack of 
infrastructure. 


Unquestionably the Purple Line will lead to growth inducing impacts. Indeed, it appears 
to be one of the stated purposes of this transit project. Given that, the project proponents must 
consider the impact of this project on our already overcrowded schools. For example, the project 
will enable the development of Chevy Chase Lakes which will result in several thousand new 
housing units. Other multifamily and single family projects will be enabled by the Purple Line. 
The BCC cluster is drastically overenrolled and is one of the most crowded clusters in the 
County.'> The EIS must study and disclose the indirect impacts on the BCC cluster related to the 
number of students that will enter into our schools as a result of the indirect growth inducing 
effects of this project. Nevertheless, the project proponent must give adequate consideration to 
the indirect impacts of this project on enrollment in the BCC cluster. 


Thank you for the opgortunity to submit these comments. 


J 





Rafe Petersen 





'S Ironically, the growth inducing impacts of this project will likely trigger a building moratorium in the BCC 
Cluster given the inadequacies of the capacities of the schools. 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #733 DETAIL 





First Name: Ann 
Last Name : Bittman 
Email Address : Annbittman@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : DON"T DESTROY THE PARK - The FEIS is flawed. For more than 20 
years the Capital Crescent Trail has been enjoyed as a Park. The FEIS 
doesn't acknowledge the trail as an irreplaceable 20 acre natural 
: resource. Shouldn't the Final Environmental Impact Statement recognize 
how invaluable parks are in people's lives? 


270 TRAINS A DAY - Another flaw in the document is its failure to 
recognize the noise disturbance a walker, runner or biker will endure 
- alongside trains traveling 50mph. The peaceful, tranquil setting it is 
today will be harmfully impacted by a train sound as often as every three 
minutes. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #734 DETAIL 





First Name : Margaret 
Last Name : Auger 
Email Address : margaret.augerb@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The Trail is such a vital part of our community for individual, group, and 
family activities. Please, please keep this wonderful natural resource!!! 
Citizens of all ages needs to be active and the trail is an essential part of 
: our health and well-being. 


Thank you!!! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #735 DETAIL 








First Name : Jim 
Last Name : Roy 
Email Address : jim@luxmanor.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 


| am a taxpayer, local driver and trail user. Upon learning that the state 
was considering replacing the shade covered trail with a high speed light 
rail system (with a glorified sidewalk next to it that will be called the 
Capital Crescent Trail) | have begun studying and learning more about it. 
| have become an expert on the topic by reading about the proposed 
purple line from many sources (journalists and government employees), 
done my own research, studied the Draft EIS as well as the final EIS and 
attending dozens of meetings on the matter. | also walk the trail 
regularly. 


| have concerns about the safety. Walkers being passed by bikers will 
hear them if a 60-70 decibel train is passing at the same time. | have 
concerns about noise levels for nearby residents. | attended a meeting 
run by the head of MTA in the Town of Chevy Chase over a year ago. It 
featured a noise level demonstration with a slide show and actual 
speakers depicting how loud the trains would be. Within a month of that 
meeting, the same head of the MTA was asked by a nearby resident at a 
neighborhood meeting in Bethesda-Chevy Chase High School how loud 
the trains would be. Instead of answering honestly, he told her they do 
not yet know. 


| cringe when | think about the destruction of the entire tree canopy (we'll 
be left with a shade-less strip of asphalt). How this is not central to the 
ENVIRONMENTAL impact study is beyond me. Is it even mentioned? | 
have concerns about the new traffic issues we would have with the 
proposed light rail (more on this below). 


In addition to all of this | find it to be a huge financial waste and future 
burden on tax payers that will not meet the needs of the area. 


| take issue with the way the rail was proposed and changed over the 
last 12 years (slow speed single track trolley to double track light rail 
system). | take issue with being told that the rail will make the campus at 
UMD more safe (my own research found this to be faulty). | take issue 
with the fact that the trail would not go under Wisconsin Ave. MTA 
indicated are recently as February 2010 that the trail would always go 
under Wisconsin. Such “facts” have slowly changed for the worse every 
step of the way. If this is funded, who knows how much extra it will cost 
and what other promises will be broken to ram this project through? 


| take issue with the concept of saving people time. Between certain 
points, the line would save people time. Using MTA’s own estimates, 
end to end transportation would take 5 minutes longer on the proposed 
line vs. diving or taking currently existing heavy rail through the city, 
changing trains and coming back out of the city. This is true for many 
points using Metro trains or buses. 


As far as the need for the train, we'll be acting in a counterproductive 
way based on what this area really needs. The estimated new jobs 
(100,000) as stated by the MD governor means at least 65,000 more 
people on the road than now. This is based on MTA's estimate of about 
35,000 riders (69,000 trips) daily in 2030. The 65,000 number is likely 
very low because one must assume that the new jobs will bring people 
to the area who will have families. If only one family member works and 
the other drives, the amount of new cars on roads that are already failing 
(condition and traffic) should be enough to stop the proposed light rail at 
this stage before more time and money is spent on the issue. We need 
more parkland and less traffic. 


Take a look at the people asking for the train. Is it riders? No. It is 
Cyclists who need the train in place for the current trail to be paved and 
brought to downtown Silver Spring. It’s politicians who have specifically 


said they want a billion dollars of federal funds sent to this area. It is 
developers who can expand their FAR (floor area ratio) in the areas near 
a proposed station. In fact, in the dozens of meetings to which I’ve gone, 
I've met a total of 5 people who said they would personally ride the train 
and only one who said he’d ride it regularly. In the hours of petitioning 
I've done, the vast majority of people with whom I’ve spoken either don’t 
know about the proposed light rail and 9/10 are willing to sign or do 
know and are happy to sign the petition against putting in on the trail. If 
you're reading this and want further proof, contact us at savethetrail.org, 
ask to join on a day when we are petitioning and see how many local 
people really don’t want the proposed light rail system. See how many 
have received bad information from MTA. 


MTA’s estimates for the Inter County Connector (ICC) were so far off, to 
believe their numbers for cost or ridership of the proposed Purple Line is 
an insult to anyone with common sense. 


For these reasons and many others, | strongly object to the proposed 
Purple Line. Please: save the trees, save the community, save the 
drivers, save the taxpayers and save the future taxpayers who would 
have to shoulder a financial nightmare. The newly proposed partnership 
with some private firm will leave taxpayers holding the bag at the end of 
the day. There are better options out there. The facts, if truly examined 
and understood, show this as a completely non-viable project that would 
do far more harm than good. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #736 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


AJ 

Emerson 
ajemerson@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
AJ Emerson 


1616 Tilton Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20902 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #737 DETAIL 








First Name : Richard 
Last Name : Pratt 
Email Address : rhpc@his.com 


Submission Content/Notes : PURPLE LINE FEIS COMMENT BY RICHARD H. PRATT 


This set of comments on the Purple Line FEIS is submitted on behalf of 
myself, Richard H. Pratt, P.E. It reflects my interest and concern not just 
as a Montgomery County resident, taxpayer and transportation system 
user, but also importantly as a transportation planner/engineer. 


It is relevant to note that in my career | undertook the first engineering 
feasibility analysis that looked at utilization of the B&O Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way for cross-county transportation ("East-West 
Transitway Feasibility Study," prepared for the Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation, Office of Planning and Project 
Development, by Richard H. Pratt, Consultant, Inc., in association with 
Lea, Elliot, McGean & Company, March 31, 1986). (The Metropolitan 
Washington Council of Governments undertook a parallel ridership 
analysis, and had done an earlier study of using the right-of-way for a 
transitway focused on service into the District of Columbia.) It is also 
relevant to note that earlier | served as Project Manager for a series of 
Metrorail planning studies (for example, "Traffic, Revenue and Operating 
Costs, Adopted Regional System 1968, Revised February 1969," 
prepared for the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority by W. 
C. Gilman & Co., Inc. and Alan M. Voorhees & Associates, Inc., 
February 1969). 


My comments are focused on two areas of ongoing controversy: 1) The 
segment between Rock Creek and the Chevy Chase Lake development, 
where tree removal, visual impact and noise are of continuing concern to 
abutting residents, and 2) The entrance into central Bethesda, where 
impacts on the Georgetown Branch Trail (future Capital Crescent Trail 
extension) and the Town of Chevy Chase have proven exceeding 
difficult to resolve. | offer proposals for mitigating or otherwise 
addressing the concerns raised by the plans for these two segments. 
Since my suggestions pertaining to the first-listed area of controversy 
would involve the lesser engineering, cost, and legal issues, | comment 
on that first, followed by comment on the second-listed area of 
controversy: 


SEGMENT BETWEEN ROCK CREEK AND CHEVY CHASE LAKE 


As noted above, in the segment between Rock Creek and the existing 
and future Chevy Chase Lake development, major concerns are tree 
removal, visual impact and light rail transit (LRT) operations noise. It 
appears to me from field inspection that lowering the elevation of the 
LRT tracks through this area would substantially reduce these impacts at 
perhaps not as much added total cost as it might first appear. | feel an 
examination of this option should be made, and set forth my reasoning 
below, sub-segment by sub-segment, east to west: 


JONES MILL ROAD. The point of greatest elevation reduction would 
probably be at Jones Mill Road, where the track elevation reduction 
would be designed to allow LRT undercrossing of Jones Mill Road. The 
Georgetown Branch Trail (hereinafter "GB Trail") could optionally be 
grade separated in parallel with the LRT or it could be left at grade with a 
signalized crossing as at present. With lower track elevation, the top of 
the existing large fill east of Jones Mill Road would be lowered, and the 
broader base of the trapezoidal fill-removal cross-section would allow 
increased space for the two LRT tracks and GB Trail. Quite likely, with 
minor horizontal alignment adjustment, the remaining fill would only 
need to be widened on one side, allowing mature trees on the other side 
to remain. The piers of the Rock Creek LRT bridge would be less tall, a 
cost saving to balance against the Jones Mill Road undercrossing cost. 


With a lowered grade, interconnection of the GB Trail with the Rock 
Creek Hiker-Biker trail would become more feasible. The through GB 
Trail could go across Rock Creek at the LRT track elevation, presumably 
on a cantilevered extension to the LRT bridge deck, while a Rock Creek 
connector trail could drop down (west to east), passing through the LRT 
bridge piers (in the manner of the trail bridge built into the LRT bridge 
over the North Saskatchew River between the Grandin and University 
stations of the Edmonton, Alberta, LRT). Research has shown that trail 
interconnection is a major factor in encouraging walking and bicycling. 


IMMEDIATELY WEST OF JONES MILL ROAD. West of and near 
Jones Mill Road, to the point where the land starts to drop down, the 
LRT could be placed in a simple box tunnel or, alternatively, retaining 
walls could be integrated with a concrete deck over the tracks and 
catenary (overhead electrical wires). The top or deck of the tunnel 
would be at the grade desired for the GB Trail, thus all that would be 
seen when finished would be the trail, roughly the same as today. The 
cost of this type of so-called tunnel would be a fraction of conventional 
subway, as no utilities would be involved, no traffic would need to be 
rerouted, and the deck would need only the strength to carry the GB 
Trail and its landscaping and traffic, including maintenance vehicles. 
The width of disturbance and tree removal would be less than surface 
construction, in large measure because the trail would be on top of the 
LRT. (This type of construction appears to have been used in the early 
20th Century in the vicinity of Ashmont Station, albeit without trail, when 
what is now Boston's Red Line was extended south to that station viaa 
former railroad.) 


The tunnel section would presumably be terminated where the land 
drops off, headed west. (This is the first location west of Jones Mill 
Road where one encounters fencing on the existing trail to prevent trail 
users from ending up on the sides of the existing embankment.) Since 
embankment widening would be minimized by virtue of dropping the 
track elevation (see discussion above relative to the trapezoidal fill- 
removal cross-section east of Jones Mill Road), tree removal would be 
similarly minimized. The lower track elevation would reduce noise 
transmission into the neighborhood. An option to examine would be 
strengthening the catenary support structures in this area such that they 
could hold a bridging of the GB Trail over and along the tracks, between 
the tunnel section just discussed and the tunnel section discussed next. 


FIRST EXISTING CUT WEST OF JONES MILL ROAD. Following the 
area of lower adjoining yards discussed immediately above is high 
ground, through which the existing railroad grade passes in a substantial 
cut. Under the grade-lowering alternative, a box tunnel or equivalent 
would be employed here, with the GB Trail on top. Environmental, cost, 
and other benefits and considerations would be similar to those already 
described, with major reduction in this area in mature tree removal. 


MAJOR COQUELIN RUN TRIBUTARY VALLEY WEST OF JONES 
MILL ROAD. After the area presently in cut just described is a valley 
which the existing track bed crosses on high fill. (This is the second 
location going west from Jones Mill Road where one encounters fencing 
on the existing GB Trail to protect trail users from the embankment drop- 
off.) Again, fill removal to lower the track grade will provide a wider base 
for the double-tracked LRT line, minimizing disturbance and removal of 
trees outside of the LRT track and catenary envelope. 


In this area one possibility for handling the GB Trail without introducing 
sharp up-and-down grades for trail users would be to swing the trail to 
the side on a high bridge or trestle structure constructed with no 
disturbance of the valley floor except at piers. Alternatively, the idea 


offered above of placing the trail above the tracks in connection with 
catenary support construction could possibly be employed for this longer 
distance. LRT and/or trail alignment adjustment options in this area may 
be facilitated by the presence of an existing horizontal alignment curve 
on the east side of the valley. 


SECOND EXISTING CUT WEST OF JONES MILL ROAD. On the west 
side of the valley addressed above is another section of high ground 
through which the existing railroad grade passes in a substantial cut. 
Under the grade-lowering alternative, a box tunnel or equivalent would 
be employed here, with the GB Trail on top. The amount of grade- 
lowering could be reduced by this point if engineering studies were to 
support such an approach. Environmental and other benefit and cost 
considerations would be similar to those already described for box- 
tunnel sections, again with major reduction in mature tree removal in this 
area. 


LESSER VALLEY ON EASTERN PERIPHERY OF CHEVY CHASE 
LAKE. Following the second cut west of Jones Mill Road is a lesser 
valley. (This is the third location going west from Jones Mill Road where 
one encounters fencing on the existing GB Trail to protect trail users.) 
The same opportunities and considerations apply here are described 
above for the "Major Coquelin Run Tributary Valley West Of Jones Mill 
Road," with one exception. It is probably sufficient here to swing the GB 
Trail off to the side into the trail alignment selected for passing through 
the Chevy Chase Lake development. The LRT track elevation would 
rise (or continue to rise) here up to the original railroad grade and then 
higher to conform with the approach to the planned overcrossing of 
Connecticut Avenue. 


OTHER ROCK CREEK TO CHEVY CHASE LAKE SEGMENT 
CONSIDERATIONS. In addition to the tree preservation, visual impact 
reduction and noise reduction opportunities afforded by lowering LRT 
track elevations as described, this approach should lower operating 
costs for the life of the Purple Line. In addition to savings such as 
elimination of Jones Mill Road grade crossing protection maintenance, 
the ability to run downhill from the Lyttonsville station and then uphill 
approaching the Chevy Chase Lake station stop and vice-versa (without 
need to slow at Jones Mill Road) should afford substantial electrical 
power savings over time. 


| would be pleased to walk this section or otherwise meet with such 
persons deemed appropriate by the MTA and its Engineer in order to 
better explain the observations in this comment. 


ENTRANCE INTO CENTRAL BETHESDA 


The Purple Line LRT entrance into Bethesda remains in controversy 
because of adverse impacts perceived by the Town of Chevy Chase, 
including a school pedestrian crossing issue, and also because of 
proposals to close the tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue to GB Trail 
bicycle and pedestrian traffic. Resolution of the latter apparently entails 
demolition and rebuilding of a multi-story commercial building, the 
outcome of which is uncertain. There are other deficiencies with the 
current plan which, although less discussed, are no less important: 1) 
The chosen terminus location requires opening of a Bethesda Metro 
Station south entrance in order to provide reasonably direct passenger 
interconnection with Metrorail, and this second-entrance project is both 
very costly and of uncertain timing. 2) The chosen terminus location 
does not provide reasonable access to the bus terminal in the Bethesda 
Metro Station complex, requiring a three-block walk for bus-LRT 
interchange. 3) The terminus, with its southwesterly orientation, 


provides for no reasonable expansion of the system, as the sector of 
Montgomery County beyond the terminus is primarily low-density 
residential. 


These issues call for examination of an alternate route into central 
Bethesda. Fortunately, East-West Highway offers an alternative. The 
East-West Highway right-of-way between the Montgomery Avenue 
intersection and Pearl Street has not needed full utilization for traffic flow 
since the street was converted from two-way flow into serving as half of 
a one-way pair. The corridor should be able to readily support reserved 
surface LRT tracks along the north side of East-West Highway as far 
west as Pearl Street, similar to the arrangement on the Portland, 
Oregon, Tri-Met Blue Line LRT along Northeast Holladay Street in the 
Convention Center to Lloyd Center area. Such an arrangement could be 
facilitated by the fact that that much of the existing north side 
development along the involved part of East-West Highway consists of 
older (but not historic) single-family residential structures repurposed 
into various commercial and other uses, probably ripe for redevelopment 
assuming zoning is supportive. 


The surface trackage would need to drop into subway west of Pear! 
Street, with the terminus under East-West Highway itself at Wisconsin 
Avenue. An existing pedestrian undercrossing of Wisconsin Avenue 
provides access, within the Bethesda Metro complex, to the existing 
Metrorail entrance and the existing bus terminal. If the Wisconsin 
Avenue station of this alternate alignment is designed for future LRT line 
extension, the Purple Line in the future could be taken out to some 
logical point such as the Rock Springs Park and Montgomery Mall area, 
where an I|-270 express bus interchange could be developed. 


Looking at this alternative on a block by block basis from east to west, 
the LRT tracks would swing off the presently planned alignment just 
north of the East-West Highway bridge over the GB Trail and climb to 
parallel East-West Highway on the north side. Acquisition of one to 
three single-family residential structures of the type described above 
would probably be required for the curve. The GB Trail would continue 
on its present Georgetown Branch alignment to pass through the 
Wisconsin Avenue tunnel and connect with the Capital Crescent Trail as 
it does today. 


West of Chelton Road, depending on the amount of street space that 
could be reclaimed from the Bethesda Towers frontage roads across 
East-West Highway, it might be necessary to substantially narrow the 
broad sidewalk along the front of Bethesda Chevy Chase Senior High 
School (BCC). If school security could be adequately accommodated, it 
could be desirable to relocate the sidewalk onto an easement north of 
the mature trees fronting the present walkway, which was apparently 
built when one-way couplet traffic operation was implemented. West of 
BCC a relocated sidewalk could hopefully be integrated with land 
redevelopment. The passage into subway west of Pearl Street is aided 
by the lay of the land, such that the portal could presumably be sited 
reasonably close to Pearl Street, leaving much of the Our Lady of 
Lourdes church frontage on East-West Highway essentially as it 
presently is. The final block-and-a-half of line would have to be in 
conventional LRT subway under East-West Highway traffic lanes, 
entailing normal utility relocation and traffic maintenance during 
construction. The cost would have to be balanced against benefits of 
the revised alignment and the structure demolition and reconstruction 
the present plan apparently involves. 


There is, of course, the more expensive sub-alternative of constructing a 
tunnel/subway north of East-West Highway in the area proposed above 


for reserved surface LRT tracks. Topography would favor such a 
solution, as the LRT tracks could swing off the presently planned 
alignment into the subway portal with little change in track elevation 
required. East and west of BCC, a coordinated construction and 
redevelopment strategy used in some of the earlier Toronto, Ontario, 
subway segments could possibly be employed. This would involve 
taking of improvements that represent underutilization of the land (or 
coordination with landowners), demolition, construction of the LRT line in 
open cut, and land redevelopment either concurrently or subsequently 
over the LRT. If the alignment were to be placed far enough back of 
East-West Highway to the north, cut-and-cover tunnel construction 
across the BCC front lawn could avoid most if not all of the mature trees 
as well as a lot of the more recently planted trees. 


Again, | would be pleased to walk this section or otherwise confer with 
designated staff in order to better explain the options in this comment. 


ONE FINAL COMMENT 


There has been much talk over the years of utilizing bus rapid transit 
instead of LRT for the Purple Line. Indeed, the study | directed in 1985- 
86 (see second paragraph of this comment submission) tentatively 
recommended a guided busway between Silver Spring and Bethesda. 
There comes a time, however, when discussion of alternative modes 
becomes counterproductive. A project as far advanced as the Purple 
Line should be pursued to conclusion of the basis of the officially 
selected mode, LRT in this case. Otherwise nothing will ever get 
accomplished, and this corridor needs the public transit accessibility and 
options that a Purple Line LRT will bring. At this stage the objective 
should be not to derail the project, but rather to work to get it done right. 


Richard H. Pratt, P.E. 
11112 Rokeby Avenue 
P.O. Box 158 

Garrett Park, MD 20896 


Phone: 301-942-1764 
Cell: 301-933-0400 
Email: rhpratt@his.com 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #738 DETAIL 





First Name : Michael 
Last Name : Srnik 
Email Address : mpsrnik@comcast.net 


Submission Content/Notes : | think almost everyone supports public transportation but the purple line 
is a solution looking for a problem. It absolutely will not take cars off EW 
hwy (any consultant that told you it will, took our money) but will simply 
- move some hourly workers off buses onto the rail. And few at that, 
because the bus has more pickup/drop locations. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #739 DETAIL 








First Name : Kathy 
Last Name : Srnik 
Email Address : ksrnik@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | think that running the Purple Line along the Capital Crescent Trail is a 
worse decision than the ICC. It's not going to take cars off of the road; 

just take passengers off of the buses which already do a fine job from 
Silver Spring to Bethesda and back. Colossal waste of resources and 
destruction of green space. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #740 DETAIL 





First Name : Nancy 
Last Name : Penczner 
Email Address : Nancypenczner@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The trail supports a community lifestyle for health and well being for all 
residents and visitors. The green canopy of trees is an integral part of 


the trail experience. Please save the trail! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #741 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Kathleen 
Gregory 
katmgregory@yahoo.com 


| am in favor of public transportation, but do not feel it is being properly 
planned and am disturbed by the special consideration given to those 
with power and influence. Please listen to the valid concerns of those 
who live in and around the trail! 


>From the New York Times:"...the scientific evidence shows that loud 
sound is physically debilitating. A recent World Health Organization 
report on the burden of disease from environmental noise conservatively 
estimates that Western Europeans lose more than one million healthy 
life years annually as a consequence of noise-related disability and 
disease." 


Shouldn't a Final Environmental Impact Statement reveal this potential 
environmental degradation? 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #742 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Julie 
Stanish 
JAstanish@hotmail.com 


Not only will wildlife be negatively impacted by building of the Purple 
Line, but people will as well. If the goal is to reduce traffic, | simply don't 
buy that this will have any positive impact. If anything, car traffic will 
increase due to increased density near the purple line. If the plan is to 
increase retail and condo/apartments near the line, | hardly think that 
there will be less traffic on the streets near the purple line. This 
increased activity will make the standard of living lower for the people 
nearby and much worse for the natural environment. 


If the goal is to reduce traffic congestion, then leaving the trail the way it 
is would be the best option as that would reduce the density of traffic 
and help to encourage bicycle usage. If anything, more frequent buses 
should be encouraged for those who want to take public transit. And, 
BTW, there is already red line service to New Carrollton, Silver Spring 
and College Park. | don't see the neceessity of detroying the trail with its 
growth of trees and an already recreation site in favor of more traffic 
density. 


Julie Stanish 
Elm Street 
Chevy Chase 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #743 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Stephen 
Rhodes 
Rhodes2003@hotmail.com 


| have reviewed the Final Environmental Impact Statement for the Purple 
Line and find it to be a very biased and flawed assessment. My family 
and | have enjoyed the Capital Crescent Trail since we moved to Chevy 
Chase in 1997. As lifelong Washingtonian, | consider the Trail to be 
one of the real gem's in the entire region. Slmply put, the Trail is an 
irreplaceable natural resource to thousands of people every day who 
value as a place to quetly walk, run, and ride bikes in a natural 
enviroment that is a refuge from the noisy, surrounding city. The Purple 
Line wiill permanently destroy the Trail. 


The Silver Spring area is rapidly changing. By the time the Purple Line 
would be completed, who knows how many riders would use it? Given 
the uncertainties of future use, an option that does not permently destroy 
the environment is more prudent and responsible. Enhanced bus 
service is an example of a transportation option that is immediate, 
inexpensive, flexible and adaptable to the inevitable changes in ridership 
over the next decade without permanently destroying one of the most 
valuable resources in the region. 


Sincerely, 


Stephen Rhodes 
Chevy Chase, MD 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #744 DETAIL 





First Name : Robert 
Last Name : Lane 
Email Address : rlane@lanecpa.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | want to preserve the trail as is. | live near it and use it daily. | would be 
a crime if this purple line happends. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #745 DETAIL 








First Name: Dave 
Last Name : Baker 
Email Address : davewbaker@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : WORLD CLASS PARK - Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail envisions 
a world class trail and park system from Georgetown through Bethesda 
and connecting Rock Creek and downtown Silver Spring. According to 

this Final Environmental Impact Statement, the Capital Crescent Trail 
isn't worth saving. Help us realize our vision - Help Us Save The Trail! 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #746 DETAIL 





First Name : amy 
Last Name : ross 
Email Address : arross@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | SUPPORT the Purple Line. | think anything that encourages non-car 
transportation is great for the environment and the trail use will benefit 
from the make-over. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #748 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


James 
Slater 
cjimblues@gmail.com 


Since the beginning efforts many, many years ago to create the Capital 
Crescent Trail from Georgetown to Silver Spring as a rails-to-trails 
project, the idea was to create a parklike pathway for bikers, hikers, 
walkers and recreational users in the Washington D.C. area. | was one 
of many people who led hikes on the trail before the tracks were 
removed and the Georgetown to Bethesda section was paved on 
landscaped. | organized and participated in clean-up campaigns to 
remove tons of trash from the pathway. The Georgetown-Bethesda trail 
section has been an unbelievable success -- thousands of people use 
this trail every week for recreation and commuting. The reason is its 
serenity, the wide path that safely accommodates traffic in both 
directions, the feeling of escape from the urban area we live in without 
having to leave the area. The intent was always to complete this 
parkland path from Bethesda to Silver Spring in like manner. The idea 
of introducing a train or trolley on the pathway is totally in opposition to 
this intent and the spirit of the original vision for the whole Capital 
Crescent Trail. Keep in mind that this was and still should be a rails-to- 
trails project, not rails-to-rails. The noise, trash, maintenance facilities, 
power stations, ugly walls and all the other concomitant effects of a rail 
system are a complete disconnect with the section of the Capital 
Crescent Trail already in place and will be a disservice to the community 
at large and a huge of waste of money. Please stop the train plan and 
complete the fantastic trail that has already proved itself. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #749 DETAIL 








First Name : Julia 
Last Name : Johnson 
Email Address : j2081 5@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : | am opposed to the Purple Line given the uncertainties regarding the 
number of users, the total cost, and the damaging effects on the much- 


loved Capital Crescent Trail. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #750 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jane 

Lehman 
lehman.jane@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jane Lehman 


816 Gist Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #751 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Ilana 
Gordon 
ilana@wordwizardsinc.com 


Since the Capital Crescent Trail opened, my life has changed 
exponentially. The ability to walk in a peaceful environment and bike 
among smiling faces, walk my dog and soak in the environment makes 
this a special place to live. | exercise more and so do most of my 
neighbors and friends. 


When you walk the trail everyone has smiling faces. | can't imagine what 
it will be like to have trains going by and still enjoy the environment in the 
same way. The impact upon the environment is substantial as taking 
away hundreds of trees will change the look and feel of the trail as well 
as the effects of every living thing in it's path, especially the people who 
live and breath in this area. 


There are very few towns that have such a jewel available to residents. 
Bethesda/Chevy Chase will be changed forever in a negative way! 


Please save our trail! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #752 DETAIL 








First Name : Stanley 
Last Name : Scheiner 
Email Address : thescheiners@msn.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please do not do anything that would affect the Capital Crescent Trail! 
There are so many reasons to save this marvelous resource. | use the 
Trail every single day; | would be lost without it. The Trail is a unique 

way for older people to get exercise, and to enjoy nature, so close to 
home. It is without doubt my favorite thing about living here. | know 
MANY PEOPLE who feel the same way. Economically, the Trail is one 
of the best things about this area, and anything adversely affecting it 


would hurt property values enormously. Stop trying to build things! Just 
leave this wonderful area alone, and do not destroy it. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #753 DETAIL 








First Name : Marcie and George 
Last Name : Stickle and French 
Email Address : marcipro@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 
Please accept our FEIS COMMENTs attached. Please acknoledge 
receipt from French and Stickle, 10-21-18 COMMENTs attached. 
Please acknoledge receipt from French and Stickle, 10-21-13 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #754 DETAIL 





First Name: Eva 
Last Name : Santorini 
Email Address : eks1958@rcn.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | use the Capital Crescent Trail to bike from Silver Spring to Bethesda. It 
is such a delight to be able to do so, and i've run into wildlife and friends 
and always am energized after my ride. To think that the preparations for 
the Purple Line will decimate the old-growth trees kills me. | am still not 
4 quite sure why you are planning the PL, instead of expanding Express 
bus service along E-W Highway. DON'T KILL THE TRAIL AND DO NOT 
KILL THE TREES! 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #755 DETAIL 








First Name : Patty 
Last Name : Marcus 
Email Address : balibliss@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Keep it only nature--we all need this!, no trains ever! 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #756 DETAIL 





Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Virginia 
Onufer 
virginiahume@gmail.com 


The Crescent Trail is one of the best loved and most used such trails in 
the state! It is not only quiet, but it has a wonderful tree canopy, 
stretching over its top and making the trail a haven even on a blazing 
summer day. The planned double track light rail system will effectively 
destroy this trail, at great cost and dubious benefit. The Purple Line is 
unhealthy - for our nation's precarious finances, for citizens in need of 
greater venues to pursue fitness, and for the environment. The U.S. 
Department of Transportation, the Federal Transit Administration and 
the US Congress should reject the MTA’s request for funding to build the 
Purple Line on the Capital Crescent Trail. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #757 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


David 

Bigio 
david.bigio@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
David Bigio 


4856 Sweetbirch Dr. 
Rockville, MD 20853 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #758 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Ella 
Krainsky 
ellakrainsky@gmail.com 


To whom it may concern, 

Since moving to Bethesda, | run on the Capital Crescent Trail 
approximately 4 times a week. Thanks to this wonderful resource, | 
enjoy exercising and am physically fit. My children, who have both just 
learned to ride their bikes on the trail, are looking forward to a reward of 
riding on the trail to get to our local ice cream shop. Whenever my 
family uses the trail, | marvel at how lucky | am to live so close to this 
treasure. My neighbors and | care about health and value the trail as a 
safe, convenient, and lovely, shaded area to jog, walk, bike, or walk our 
pets. It is one of my favorite things about living in Bethesda. | hope you 
will reconsider your plans and save our trail. Thank you. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #759 DETAIL 








First Name : Anne 
Last Name : Himmelfarb 
Email Address : annehimmelfarb@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : If the Purple Line is going forward, it must take the needs and 
C3 preferences of the community into account. Please preserve green 
spaces, including the Capital Crescent Trail; don't subject residents of 
Barrington Apartments to high vibration levels (in excess of what FTA 
E.10 deems acceptable); and study in more depth the impact on surrounding 


roads (East-West Highway, Lyttonsville, and Brookville). 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #760 DETAIL 





First Name : Juan 
Last Name : pelaez 
Email Address : Jcpelaez24@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | do exercises inthe trail every weekend is my favorite place, because is 


nature, quiet and green ; is better that a noisy ligth train . 


Thanks 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #761 DETAIL 





First Name : Nancy 
Last Name : Edwards 
Email Address : nancyedwards@aya.yale.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : Please save the trail. | don't believe a train travelling at 50 MPH can 
exist next to walker, joggers, etc. 
the environmental hazards have not been fully explored from this point 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #762 DETAIL 





First Name : Jennifer 
Last Name : Riddell 
Email Address : jlriddell@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Many regions in the US and internationally understand the value of 
green space within the dense fabric of urban living, and movements to 
reinstitute/reclaim formerly industrial or infrastructural areas as green 

space amid congested areas is growing (see New York, Seoul, and 
myriad other cities). It is tragic that our regional urban planners are so 
behind the times and wish to eliminate green space for unneeded and 
intrusive infrastructure that will add stress, noise, congestion to people's 
lives as well as damage a valuable natural resource. 


So many people are against the purple line -- why are the people's 
voices not being heard? 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #763 DETAIL 








First Name : Sam 
Last Name : Strulson 
Email Address : samstrulson@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : As an avid user of the Capital Crescent Trail, | would be extremely 
disappointed to lose the quiet, peaceful experience that comes with a 
walk, run, or ride on the trail. | ask that the decision makers strongly 


consider moving the purple line to another corridor, so that our 
community can enjoy this unspoiled natural resource for generations to 
come. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #764 DETAIL 





First Name : Juli 
Last Name : Bollinger 
Email Address : juli.murphy@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : To whom it may concern, 


| am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 

block distant from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation site. | 

HE to ask that *MTA **keep OPEN the issue of what to do about the 
ower 

Substation on Wayne’. It's not just us residents, but the County as well, 

that will benefit from preserving the character of our neighborhood by 

assuring a Substation location/design that's compatible with our area. 


Sincerely, 
Juli Bollinger 
8500 Mayfair Place 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #766 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


PAULINE 

LITTLETON 
PAULINE9S9H@HOTMAIL.COM 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
PAULINE LITTLETON 


11907 WHISTLER CT 
POTOMAC, MD 20854 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #767 DETAIL 








First Name : a.k. 
Last Name: jhangiani 
Email Address : karesjhangiani@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Trees are life, not to be taken un-seriously when the Capital area is full 
of smog and other pollutants. They protect us from the oise and 


pollution, keep our summers cool and act as a bulwark against the cold 


wind from the north. They are our joyous canopies; please save and 
prtoect them and us. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #768 DETAIL 








First Name: Sara 
Email Address : Sara@pureintensity.net 
Submission Content/Notes : Please save the trail... 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #769 DETAIL 








First Name : Libby 
Email Address : LibbyBMay@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | oppose the Maryland Transportation Administration’s current Purple 
Line plan to construct a double-tracked, light rail system on the Capital 


Crescent Trail because | enjoy my peaceful Saturday morning runs. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #770 DETAIL 





First Name : Beth 
Last Name : Van Gelder 
Email Address : beth.a.vangelder@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Investment in the Purple line will take away of the great resources in the 
Bethesda community. We use the trail almost every weekend as a safe 
alternative to get to downtown Bethesda than walking on the busy roads. 

The trail is a wonderful resource and a way for Bethesda's residents to 
experience a piece of natural beauty in an otherwise urban landscape. 
The increased noise from the Purple line and the lose of the nature 
resources required to create it will less the quality of life for those living 
near its path. An investment in the Purple Line is a bad investment for 
the community. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #771 DETAIL 





First Name : Ann 
Last Name : Leger 
Email Address : aleger_ssmd@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please ask the MTA to keep OPEN the issue of what to do about the 
Power Substation on Wayne Avenue in Silver Spring. 


| am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 


home is 
one block from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation site. 


It's not just us residents, but the County 

as well, that will benefit from preserving the character of our 
neighborhood by assuring a Substation location/design that's compatible 
with our area. 


Sincerely, 
Ann Leger 


603 Greenbrier Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #772 DETAIL 





First Name : Stacey 
Last Name : Colino 
Email Address : staceycolino@earthlink.net 


Submission Content/Notes : The expense and the damage to the natural beauty in this area do not 


warrant building the Purple Line along the Georgetown Branch trail. The 
lo2 sd ridership numbers are also not convincing enough. And the noise 
pollution (from all those trains passing to and fro) will be damaging to 
both adjacent neighborhoods and walkers/bikers who would use the trail 
3 that's supposed to run alongside the Purple Line. A better alternative is 
BRAC up to Walter Reed; then, you're more likely to get the ridership 
you're aiming for. That's an approach that makes sense; the Purple Line 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #773 DETAIL 





First Name: JOHN 
Last Name : ADAMOVICH 
Email Address : JOHN.ADAMOVICH@YAHOO.COM 


Submission Content/Notes : ANY "LIGHT RAIL" OR EQUIVALENT IN A FORESTED AREA 
SHOULD FACTOR IN NOISE POLLUTION. THE FACT THAT THIS 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STUDY DOES NOT DISCUSS THIS FACT 
; IS INEXCUSABLE. MONTGOMERY COUNTY SHOULD BE 
ASHAMED. STOP THAT METRO LINE!!! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #774 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Grace 
Morsberger 
morsbergerg@gmail.com 


Please preserve the Capital Crescent Trail. There are other options for 
the Purple Line, including a dedicated bus line and a line that would run 
to NIH, that would be both cheaper and less destructive to the 
environment. The Crescent Trail provides hikers and bikers with an 
unparalleled swath from Silver Spring all the way down to Georgetown. It 
is unique in our area and is heavily used. It would be a great loss to the 
community and to the houses that border the trail to cut down all the 
trees and to have trains running along there. In addition, many students 
use the trail to safely navigate from B-CC High School to their homes 
and to downtown Bethesda. Why get rid of a vital green area and further 
urbanize Bethesda? 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #775 DETAIL 





First Name : paul 
Last Name : langosch 
Email Address : p1957rl@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | would like to add my voice to the residents of Montgomery County 
Maryland that oppose the building of the Purple Line. This plan is 

A2 harmful to the people who reside in Montgomery County, expensive and 
poorly conceived. Yes, we do need to vastly improve our public 
transportation choices however, the Purple Line is NOT the answer. The 
environmental impact study has many troubling aspects. The demolition 
3 of existing homes and businesses should be enough to abandon this 

disastrous idea. Upon further examination, the amount of disruption to 

our way of life is extraordinary. Much more so then the construction of 
public transportation in other parts of the greater Washington DC area. 
Z Then there is the cost. What needs to be done in downtown Bethesda to 
accommodate the Purple Line is ludicrous. And for what? The positive 
impact on the traffic congestion in our area is minimal. 


It is not fair that this transportation plan has been forced on us. This has 
been shown to be a bad idea from the very beginning. For some reason 
the supporters will not listen to the residents or the voice of reason. | 
hope someone has the courage to say enough is enough. 


Thank you, 
Paul R. Langsoch 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #776 DETAIL 








First Name : Jeanne 
Last Name : berg 
Email Address : Jaybeeberg@comcast.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Please do no transform the trail into a sidewalk next to a loud busy 
street. That's what we'll have if you build a rail track through it--a huge 


loss of trees, shade and silence, which human beings need to recharge 


from the stress of urban living. This linear park is irreplaceable. 
9 


Bat 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #777 DETAIL 








First Name : Margaret 

Last Name : Gross 

Email Address : margie.gross@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : ae a couple of 100 yards from the trail and am very concerned about 
e 


amount and decibles of noise pollution that the light rail will make all 
day long. Also when walking along the new trail path there will be too 
much 


noise disturbance to comfortably be able to use the trail path. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #778 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Julia 
Begley 
julia.begley@gmail.com 


Hello, 

| am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood. | am 
generally 

in favor of the Purple Line but am concerned about the plans for the 
proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation site. 


| am writing to ask MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do about the 
Power 

Substation on Wayne. It is important that the end result be compatible 
to 

the location and preserve the character of the neighborhood. 


Thank you, 
Julia Begley 
8605 Mayfair Place, Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #779 DETAIL 





First Name : Olwen 
Last Name : Pongrace 
Email Address : Opongrace@comcast.net 


Submission Content/Notes : The trail is vital to the community and to make the purple line the priority 


is a mistake. Why can't we have both? 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #780 DETAIL 








First Name : Jennifer 
Last Name : Gallivan 
Email Address : gallivansgarage@comcast.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Please don't destroy the Capital Crescent trail which is enjoyed by call 
as a walking trail and as a Park. Trains and noise would destroy this 


irreplaceable 20 acre natural resource. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #782 DETAIL 








First Name : Tom 
Last Name : Flaherty 
Email Address : tfi03@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 


To the MTA — 


This note is in response to the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS). | was hoping that the 

documents would convince me to support the Purple Line. They instead 
made me deeply skeptical that the proposed 

benefits of the Purple Line outweigh the costs. 

In summary, the project proposes to spend $2.2 billion 

dollars to build a light rail train. After 

going through the documents, I’ve reached the following conclusions: 
* This proposal has an inconclusive impact on 

transit times 

* The light rail will have a negligible effect on improving 

air quality or reducing greenhouse gas emissions 

* The trains will be loud and visually unappealing 


* The study documents themselves frequently omit 
information that would be useful to determine whether this project makes 
sense 


These concerns, coupled with the cost and disruptions of 
constructing this line, cause me to doubt that this is a good use of 
taxpayer 

money. | request that this issue be kept 

open until the above points can be satisfactorily addressed. 
Below, please find more specific points about several documents 
within the FEIS. 


Inconclusive impact 
on transit times 
From the Traffic Analysis Technical Report 
(http://www.purplelinemd.com/images/studies_reports/feis/volume_03/09 
_PL-Tech-Report_Traffic%20Analysis_ August%202013.pdf) 

The traffic analysis report, Table 4-5, compares 
forecasts for the Purple Line and the No Build Alternatives. It does not 
provide numbers - just letter grades. The fact that these are letter 
grades and not 
actual numbers makes this impossible to assess. Is the difference 
between D, and E, for 
example, a mere 10 seconds of delay? We 
cannot make an informed decision about the merits of this project 
without that 
information. - Assuming the letter grades are somehow 
meaningful, in many cases, the Purple Line makes a letter grade worse. 
In others, it improves the letter grade, but 
usually not by much. And, as noted 
above, it’s impossible to tell whether this improvement would actually 
matter 
in the real scheme of things. (I’m 
assuming that many people would not mind if their commute was, say, 
10 seconds 
longer.) 

Does the traffic model used in this report include 
the potential for increased telecommuting? Does the model include the 
possibility that drivers would adjust their 
commutes based on adverse traffic conditions? Does it include the 
possibility of increased 
carpooling if traffic becomes really bad? If not, these seem like pretty 
big omissions 
that would have a material impact on the results. 


From the Travel Forecasts Report 


(http:/Awww.purplelinemd.com/images/studies_reports/feis/volume_03/01 
O_PL-Tech-Report_Travel%20Forecast_August%202013.pdf): 

* Do the time savings calculated in Figure 9 and 

Table 18 include the time to get to the train station? Since there’s no 
parking at these train 

ope most people will have to walk or take a bus to them, which will 

add to 

the travel time. Not including this 

detail overstates the potential time savings of this project, making it 
seem 

more attractive than it actually is. 

* Assuming the travel time estimates are 

oot accurate, are the savings of ~10 minutes enough to justify a 
billion investment? 

* Table 23 in this document is incomprehensible. 

* First, the row and column labeled “Total” 

does not show a total. This makes me 

question all of the math behind this report. If the authors intended to 
label this as an “average” and it’s really just an oversight, why should we 
trust 

the project team’s attention to detail? 

* Secondly, is table 23 attempting to say that if 

| start a trip in Bethesda, for example, and also end my trip in Bethesda, 
| 


can expect to somehow get 24 minutes of a “user benefit”? This is 
completely unclear. 

* Finally, with respect to Table 23, using an 

average — as | assume they do — generates misleading results due to a 
few large 

numbers in the table. Using median or 

mode seems like a more appropriate choice to show what a "typical" 
benefit would be. 

* Despite these shortcomings, the data in Table 23 

cause the authors to assert that “Table 23 shows that user benefits per 
project trip average 30 minutes over the entire region.” |’m really not 
sure what this means, but they 

seem to suggest that an average commuter on an average commute will 
save 30 

minutes if we build this train. That 

seems extremely unlikely, especially given that the same data seem to 
suggest 

that | save 24 minutes just within Bethesda along. 

* If the table is incomprehensible, why should we 

trust recommendations that are based on it? I’m open to the possibility 
that the problem is me — that’s why I’m 

requesting clarification. 

* If the household growth in the transit corridor 

is 3% by 2040 (Table 3), and the employment growth is 4% (Table 4), 
why are the 

number of daily person trips in the corridor forecasted to grow by 20% 
(Page 

20)? 

* Table 18 — Why is Walk Time included in the 

forecasts for the No-build alternative? Is this the average amount of 
time people take to walk to their 

cars? It does not take me 6.4 minutes to 

walk to my car. 

“Normally, future forecasts are presented as 

ranges of possibility, yet this document is very specific about the 
numbers. The specificity makes me 

question the actual validity of the forecasts. 


* What is the impact of the assumptions on the 

outcome of the numbers? For example, if 

ue a 2% growth in households instead of 3%, what does that do 
the 

forecasts 

*Would the MTA make their data and calculations 

public so we can evaluate them? After looking at the ICC, which seems 
to be nearly empty nearly all the time, | feel like we need to be especially 
diligent of forecasts of demand. 

A pilot program? 


* The document makes this assertion: “If the 

Purple Line existed in 2005 (Build-up #1) and the demand remained 
unchanged, 

the system would experience a ridership level of nearly 56,300 daily 
riders or 

80 percent of the future year forecasted riders. This shows that the 
project 

can stand alone without the future demand.” (Page 60) 

* This seems like a testable hypothesis. Since there is considerable 
cost and 

disruption required for this project, and questionable forecasts, why not 
create a pilot program to really gauge demand? Perhaps some sort of 
dedicated bus system that mimics what the final LRT 

would look like? Run it for a year and 

actually see the demand? 


Negligible impact on air 
quality 


The project seems to have a negligible improvement in air 

quality and greenhouse gas emissions over the alternative of not doing 
anything. The 

following points refer to this document: 
http://www.purplelinemd.com/images/studies_reports/feis/volume_03/01 
_PL-Tech-Report_Air%20Quality_August%202013.pdf 

* The table on page 31 indicates that there is 

virtually no decrease in emissions as a result of this project. The 
amount of change ranges from -0.1 - 0.3%, 

from now until 2040. This seems likely to be well within the range of 
modeling error. A more cost-effective 

approach to pollution reduction may be to encourage bike lanes. I’m 
sure creative people could come up with 

other solutions. 


* “No violations of the NAAQS are predicted for 

either the Preferred Alternative or the No Build Alternative.” Page 31 
* Table 11, page 38, also shows a negligible impact on 
greenhouse gas emissions. 


It will be loud and 
change the visual character of many neighborhoods 
: My personal experience living next to above-ground 
trains is that they are loud, they squeak, and they shake the 
earth as they go by. 
On top of those points, the proposed train is apparently 
required to sound a horn every time it enters a station (page 16, 
http:/www.purplelinemd.com/images/studies_reports/feis/volume_03/04 
_PL-Tech-Report_Noise%20Technical_ August%202013.pdf). Since | 
live a short distance from a station, 
ie table on page 16 of the previously-referenced document implies that 
can 


expect to hear 139 horn blasts each day, between the hours of 5 AM 
and 1 AM. Please don't do this to me. 
The overhead contact systems used for light rail 
are, frankly, ugly. If this must be built, | would request that these items 
be underground or otherwise not visible. (page 21, 
http:/www.purplelinemd.com/images/studies_reports/feis/volume_03/05 
_PL-Tech-Report_Section%20106%20Effects_August%202013.pdf) 
The vibration report does not clearly indicate the 
question I’m sure most people have, which is how strongly will we feel 
the vibrations 
from the trains? This report needs a map 
that clearly shows all the affected properties along the route, and that 
clearly indicates the likely vibrations they will feel. My personal 
experience living near other 
trains is that they cause significant vibrations. 
(http://www.purplelinemd.com/images/studies_reports/feis/volume_03/0 
11_PL-Tech-Report_Vibration_August%202013.pdf) 


Wayne Avenue TPSS is 

Problematic 

While my comments above have been about the project in 

general, | have a specific observation about something in my 
neighborhood. | object to the proposal for the Wayne Avenue 

Traction Power Substation (TPSS) for the following reasons: 

* It will be an eyesore in the neighborhood 

* Attempts to disguise it with walls, fake houses, 

or other facades, could create a haven for potential criminals or 
squatters 

“I'm concerned about the safety of power 

generating facilities in our neighborhood. The neighbors don’t want it, as 
communicated through the SOECA community 

association 

* If this thing absolutely must be built, then my alternate 

proposal would be to put this substation near the houses of our county 
and 

state leaders who are pushing for the Purple Line to be built. Or, if this 
is going to go to a “public/private 

partnership” funding scheme, then | would propose that all substations 
be split 

between the leadership of the private company, and our elected officials. 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this 

proposal. | hope that you will treat my 

comments with thought, and not discount them because | make critical 
points or request more clarification. | am someone who has advocated 
public transportation projects in the past. However, after looking at this 
particular proposal | have strong 

concerns about its viability. 

Sincerely, 

Tom Flaherty 
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Ralph 

Bennett 

ralph@bfmarch.com 

This message is a response to the Final Environment Impact Statement 


as 
published on the MTA website. 


Purple Line NOW is an advocacy group whose Founder, Harry Sanders, 
along 

with some foresighted Montgomery County residents first conceived of a 
light rail line between Bethesda and Silver Spring. As the organization 
has grown, so has the scope of the project. We include Chambers of 
Commerce, Businesses, Civic Groups and individuals among supporters 
of 

the project. 


Purple Line NOW would like to convey to the federal decision makers 
the 

extraordinary unity of support for this project on the part of the 
elected officials from Prince George's and Montgomery Counties, the 
Governor and his administration, and the communities that the Purple 
Line will serve. 


We would also like you to know that we applaud the manner in which the 
Maryland Transit Administration has done extensive community 
outreach 

and responded to local concerns as they have designed an outstanding 
project. 


| wish to communicate enthusiastic support for the project and its 
conduct by the Maryland Transit Administration. 


Ralph Bennett 
President 
Purple Line NOW 


115 Southwood Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 
20901 

301.593.6411 
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First Name : Julia 
Last Name : Randall 
Email Address : jrandall@rcn.com 


Submission Content/Notes : timeless beauty--do not destroy 
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Kathleen 

McChesney 
kmcc20815@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Kathleen McChesney 


3223 Leland STreet 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Last Name : Melanie 
Email Address : mellsso@hotmail.com 
Submission Content/Notes : The Capital Crescent Trail is a great resource to the Montgomery 
County community. | have enjoyed walking, running, and just enjoying 
the nature views provided by the trail. If this natural resource is altered in 
any way it will take away from the serenity and peacefulness of this spot. 
; With constant construction and traffic in the DC area, there are not many 
places where the citizens of Montgomery County can go to "de stress". 
Please don't take this venue away from us!! 
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Richard 
Pottern 
rpottern@aol.com 


As a recreational cyclist, |am an avid user of the Capital Crescent trail, 
especially the more rustic Georgetown Branch between Bethesda and 
Silver Spring. For 20 years, | have enjoyed the unique qualities of this 
park... the shade and coolness in summer provided by the magnificent 
tree canopy, the company of other cyclists and joggers, and the quiet 
environment where the sound of birds and rustling squirrels is a joyous 
relief in this high-decibel urban area. Like many trail users, | have been 
longing for the “future capital crescent trail” refinements that have been 
promised for years by markers along the path. 


To have all this destroyed by a high-speed rail line with the 
accompanying noise, loss of thousands of trees, commercial and 
residential sprawl at all stops and crossings, property condemnations, 
etc, is a tragedy for our otherwise enlightened community. The values of 
this community, and the care Montgomery County has otherwise taken 
with its undeveloped land areas, is one of the reasons | choose to live in 
this state. 


| strongly encourage routing of this rail line somewhere else...preferably 
along an existing roadway, or putting it underground (as part of Metro!) 
..as should have been done 40 years ago. 

Respectfully, 


Richard A. Pottern 
Bethesda 
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First Name : Jim 
Last Name : Wheizel 
Email Address : jmwhetzel@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : How are you going to mitigate, noise, vibration, headlights lighting up 
citizen's back yards throughout most of the night. 


Will the catenary wires spark, creating more after dark light polution? 
E10 Does the term "stress induced illness" mean anything to you? 
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First Name : Susan 
Last Name : Gorman 
Email Address : Ssgchch@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : There should not be a train through these neighborhoods. My family 
bikes, walks and runs on the trail. Cutting down trees and having noisy 


trains will ruin the tranquility of the trail. 
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Sean G. 
Kulkarni 
sean.g.kulkarni@gmail.com 


DON"T DESTROY THE PARK - The FEIS is flawed. For more than 20 
years the Capital Crescent Trail has been enjoyed as a Park. The FEIS 
doesn't acknowledge the trail as an irreplaceable 20 acre natural 
resource. Shouldn't the Final Environmental Impact Statement recognize 
how invaluable parks are in people's lives? 


270 TRAINS A DAY - Another flaw in the document is its failure to 
recognize the noise disturbance a walker, runner or biker will endure 
alongside trains traveling 50mph. The peaceful, tranquil setting it is 
today will be harmfully impacted by a train sound as often as every three 
minutes. 


>From the New York Times:"...the scientific evidence shows that loud 
sound is physically debilitating. A recent World Health Organization 
report on the burden of disease from environmental noise conservatively 
estimates that Western Europeans lose more than one million healthy 
life years annually as a consequence of noise-related disability and 
disease." 


Shouldn't a Final Environmental Impact Statement reveal this potential 
environmental degradation? 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #792 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Katherine 
davies 
Ka_davies@yahoo.com 


It is inconceivable to me that a government that is dedicated to the 
welfare of its citizens would destroy a much beloved park to serve the 
interests of a real estate company, but that is what is happening in the 
case of the Purple line project. The rest of the Purple line is on 
roadways, as it should be, until it gets to the capital crescent trail, when 
it Zooms into the woods to meet the needs of the Chevy Chase Land 
Company at Connecticut Ave. 


>From the beginning of this project the public has been assured, over 
and over, that the trail could coexist with the light rail. This assertion has 
always defied reason, and it continues to do so. The width of the trail, 
the speed, noise and frequency of the trains, all combine to make it 
unlikely that the trail can continue as it is today. In addition, the significat 
loss of trees will make the trail less attractive, and should raise 
environmental issues. 


Finally, the trail is already an important public transportation option in its 
own right. Bikers already use the trail to commute, so, by putting the 
Purple line on the trail the public transportation option to commute by 
bicycle instead of using a transportation option that uses fuels is being 
destroyed. Shouldn't the environmental impact of this be considered? 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


mark 
willcher 
mark@markwillcherco.com 


| love the trail. It is a green lung and a wonderful space to walk and bike 
in the middle of a very urban area. We are going to lose an 
irreplaceable asset if the Purple Line gets built. The train is going to run 
so Close to the space left for walking and biking no one is going to be 
able to use it and we will have lost all the tree cover and habitat. 
Obviously we also need better urban transit. The Purple Line is a case 
of one good thing ruining another good thing. We used to have a trolly 
system that ran on the roads and D.C is now doing that on H St and the 
re is the proposal in Arlington for Columbia Rd. 

| think we need to pursue an option that preserves mass transit with out 
destroying the trail to do it. 
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James 

Karson 

jjkarson@gmail.com 

| am in favor of Saving the Trail for all the reasons noted. 


As a homeowner that borders Rock Creek Park (which is the reason we 
purchased this home) and a Chevy Chase resident since 1984, | find it 
hard to believe that the proposed Purple Line will relieve the east-west 
commuting traffic. 


This serene, quiet trail should not be violated with the rail traffic and its 
noise that will do little to address the fact that the DC area has the 
"WORST TRAFFIC" in our nation, INOUR NATION'S CAPITAL. 


In my opinion, Montgomery County Master Development Plan did not 
address the need for infrastructure when they allowed developers to 
build without being assessed the appropriate infrastructure fees to 
ensure the quality of life for future residents and commuters. 
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First Name : Wayne 

Last Name : Phyillaier 
Business/Agency/Associati Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail 
on Name : 

Email Address : phyilla1@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 
Please accept the Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail comments on 
the Purple Line FEIS, attached as a pdf file. 


The FEIS statements about CSXT right-of-way show a need for MTA 
and MCDOT to coordinate more carefully on the design of the Capital 
Crescent Trail. Some aspects of the proposed trail design point to a 
need for the MTA and MCDOT design team to bring in designers who 
have specific trail design training, experience, and responsibility. 


Submitted by Wayne Phyillaier, on behalf of the CCCT Board 


Attachments : FEIScomments.pdf (91 kb) 
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CRESCENT 
TRAIL 


P.O. Box 30703, Bethesda, MD 20824-0703 






October 21, 2013 
TO: Purple Line FEIS Comment, Maryland Transit Administration 
FROM: Ron Tripp, Chair, Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail (CCCT) 
RE: Completing the Capital Crescent Trail integral with the Purple Line 


FEIS COMMENTS 


The Coalition for the Capital Crescent Trail (CCCT) is an all volunteer 
organization founded as a 501c3 charitable organization. We organized in 1986 
when the B&O Railroad ceased operations in the Georgetown Branch Corridor. 
Our mission is to convert the abandoned corridor into a high quality shared use 
trail, to complete the trail into Silver Spring, and to provide education and 
amenities to make the trail safe and attractive to use. We have over 2000 
supporters and we are widely regarded as the leading regional organization to 
speak on behalf of trail users. 


CCCT takes no position to support or oppose shared use of the trail with transit 
in the Georgetown Branch Corridor between Bethesda and Silver Spring, but if 
the public does choose to build the Purple Line then the CCCT insists that the 
trail be built integral with the Purple Line as a high quality, full width trail 
continuous from Bethesda to Silver Spring. The trail should be fully integrated 
into the Purple Line at all transit stations to develop the full potential of the trail to 
support pedestrian and cycling in mixed-mode transportation uses. The trail 
must be built in a manner consistent with its being a critical part of the regional 
shared use trail network. 


CSXT right-of-way: 


A right-of-way agreement is essential to the Purple Line/CCT project because the 
Purple Line and CCT are both planned to be in the CSXT operating corridor 
between Talbot Avenue and downtown Silver Spring. The FEIS states at 
Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, pp. 25-27: 


“The Preferred Alternative as shown in the FEIS includes 
completing the Capital Crescent Trail in CSXT right-of-way in 
accordance with the County’s plan. The completion of the trail 
along the CSXT corridor, however, is contingent on agreement 


between Montgomery County and CSXT on the use of their 
property on the north side of the CSXT tracks for the trail. If 
agreement is not reached by the time the Purple Line construction 
occurs, MTA would construct the trail from Bethesda to Talbot 
Avenue. From Talbot Avenue to Silver Spring an interim signed 
bike route on local streets would be used...” 


The FEIS implies that it is the responsibility of Montgomery County to get CSXT 
right-of-way for the trail. This is contrary to the understanding that the County 
Executive and MCDOT has always had with MTA on this issue, and is a position 
that is completely unacceptable to CCCT. County Executive Ike Leggett 
addressed this issue in an October 10, 2013 letter to the Montgomery County 
Council, stating in part: 


“lam just as concerned as the County Council as to how this 
stalemate between MTA and CSXT occurred. It is clearly MTA’s 
responsibility to negotiate and obtain the necessary right-of-way 
from CSXT. The completion of a continuous Capital Crescent Trail 
has always been an integral part of the Purple Line project. After 
receiving your memorandum, | directed MCDOT to have 
discussions with MTA about our deep concerns and to explore 
ways to resolve the matter. The Department insisted on the 
position it was MTA’s full responsibility to complete these 
negotiations, requested additional engineering details and offered 
engineering assistance on the matter.” 


The FEIS also implies that if CSXT right-of-way is not available then it would be 
necessary and acceptable for the trail to use a signed bike route on local streets. 
This is wrong. There are alternatives to using CSXT right-of-way that will support 
an off-road trail that would be far superior to an on-road route. Trail planners 
have known of these alternatives for many years. They were documented and 
approved by the Planning Board in the “Capital Crescent Trail/Metropolitan 
Branch Trail Facility Plan”, M-NCPPC 2001 report. Most recently these 
alternatives have been evaluated by the trail design consultants Toole Design 
Group (TDG) and reported in a Sept. 16, 2013 Memorandum to M-NCPPC: 
“Peer Review of Trail Projects — Capital Crescent Trail and Silver Spring Green 
Trail”. CCCT agrees with the finding of TDG in their “Peer Review” 
memorandum that the trail alignment in the CSXT right-of-way is to be preferred 
as giving the best and most direct trail, but an alignment that uses Lyttonsville 
Road and the west side of 16" Street is a feasible alternative. That alignment 
could avoid CSXT right-of-way and would support a reasonably good off-road 
trail. 


MTA has recently received correspondence from CSXT that states it will allow 
the trail to use CSXT right-of-way, provided that a 50 foot offset is maintained. 
MTA has stated it can satisfy this requirement by making some adjustments in 


the trail alignment, and is proceeding to develop the trail design along the CSXT 
corridor as shown in the Purple Line concept plan. The issue of completing the 
trail without CSXT right-of-way remains important, however, because right-of-way 
negotiations could still collapse. CSXT has been difficult to negotiate with and 
there are still significant issues such as cost and liability to be resolved. It is 
important that MTA accept responsibility to negotiate CSXT right-of-way. It is 
important that MTA be prepared to build an off-road trail on one of the alternative 
alignments in the unfortunate event that right-of-way negotiations collapse. 


Trail design at Talbot Avenue: 


MTA has recently presented Purple Line design drawings that show a new trail 
alignment in the vicinity of Talbot Avenue. This new alignment has the trail 
adjacent to the north side of Talbot Avenue and crossing the CSXT tracks ona 
new two-lane vehicle bridge across the CSXT tracks in the same area where the 
historic single-lane bridge is today. The trail would then continue east toward 
Silver Spring on Fourth Avenue. This new alignment avoids the problem of 
needing CSXT right-of-way that would violate the 50 foot offset requirement. 


The Toole Design Group presented a technical assessment of the new trail 
design at Talbot Avenue in its Sept. 16 “Peer Review” memo to M-NCPPC. TDG 
notes that the nominal 10 foot wide trail is immediately against a wall on one side 
and the Talbot Avenue curb on the other, with no buffer or shy spaces. This 
seriously violates current trail design guidelines and best practices. The effective 
trail width would be only 6 feet here because two feet at the curb and also at the 
wall cannot be effectively used. This new proposed trail design is not acceptable 
and must be reworked. 


TDG recommends several trail design alternatives at Talbot Avenue that would 
better meet trail design requirements. One alternative would use bike lanes on 
Talbot Avenue, another would use a “fully shared” redesigned Talbot Avenue for 
trail traffic. While CCCT agrees with TDG that these alternatives would be better 
than a trail with only a 6 foot effective width, nonetheless CCCT cannot support 
these proposed alternatives because a regional off-road trail like the CCT must 
be consistently off-road over its length to achieve its full potential. 


TDG recommended another trail alternative at Talbot Avenue that can work, if 
modified. That is to return to an earlier concept that would use a new trail bridge 
built on a diagonal across the CSXT tracks several hundred feet west of the 
Talbot Avenue vehicle bridge. The trail would use some CSXT right-of-way and 
property from several private yards on the north side of the railbed to reach the 
trail bridge, and the bridge would land at Michigan Avenue on the south side. But 
this would violate the 50 foot offset rule for CSXT right-of-way. CCCT suggests a 
modification - the bridge can be built near Hanover Street on the north side, and 
land at Lanier Drive on the south side. This could avoid all CSXT right-of-way 
and would need property from only one private side yard. A trail ramp would be 


needed along the north side of Talbot Avenue from Lanier Drive to Michigan 
Drive and beyond. We can modifyi this block of Talbot Avenue to become a one- 
way street to make space for a full width ramp. 


CCCT is not advocating for this trail bridge alternative at this time — it needs to be 
evaluated by the MCDOT/MTA Purple Line design team. But CCCT strongly 
supports the TDG conclusion that the current trail design at Talbot Avenue is 
unacceptable and must be redone. 


Bethesda Purple Line Station: 


The FEIS presents only one design concept for the Purple Line and CCT at 
Bethesda. That concept would build the Purple Line station platform under the 
APEX building and would divert the CCT onto a surface route through Elm Street 
Park and across Wisconsin Avenue at-grade. CCCT believes this design 
concept fails badly. It does not preserve the off-road crossing of busy Wisconsin 
Avenue that the trail has today. An off-road crossing is needed for the trail in this 
heavily trafficked area. 


The Montgomery County Planning Dept. is developing a Master Plan 
Amendment that would enable the APEX Building to be torn down before the 
Purple Line is built, and then be replaced by a new building designed to 
incorporate the station platforms, a larger, more open transit plaza and also a 
potential bike station. MTA has developed concept plans that show the Purple 
Line station would be much better if the APEX building is torn down before 
Purple Line construction begins. A new trail tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue 
would be possible with this concept. CCCT urges MTA to continue to work with 
Montgomery County to accommodate this new Bethesda Purple Line Station 
concept. While the trail tunnel at Wisconsin Avenue will be the responsibility of 
the County, it is in the interests of the Purple Line project to have this improved 
station design and to have a fully functional CCT that provides direct access to 
the Purple Line platforms. 


Other CCT design issues: 


There are many smaller CCT design details in the FEIS that should be improved 
if the Purple Line design proceeds to final design and construction. Many of 
these issues relate to local pedestrian and cyclist access between the CCT and 
the Purple Line stations along the route, and trail access to local streets. The 
TDG “Peer Review” addresses many of these access design issues. In general, 
sidewalks and trail ramps at access points are sometimes stingy in width or do 
not follow “desire lines” as well as possible. Bike parking at Purple Line stations 
and lighting along the trail are also identified as needing more attention. 


While CCCT is not had time to examine the TDG recommendations and is not 
prepared to endorse their recommendations at this time, the TDG assessment 
does serve to show that more careful design work is needed at trail access 
points. We also agree with TDG that a more systematic evaluation of bike 
parking and trail lighting is warranted. 


MCDOT/MTA trail design resources: 


Several major trail design issues have surfaced in the FEIS that cause CCCT to 
ask whether the MCDOT/MTA design team has the commitment and the 
resources needed to properly design a multi-use trail of high regional importance 
like the CCT. MTA asserts in the FEIS that MCDOT has responsibility to get 
CSXT right-of-way, yet MCDOT strongly disputes this. Neither MTA nor MCDOT 
appear to realize there are better alternatives to using CSXT right-of-way than to 
dump the CCT onto local streets, even though off-road alternatives are apparent 
and have been known to many trail planners for years. MCDOT and MTA are 
proposing a trail design at Talbot Avenue that fails to meet basic trail design 
guidelines and best practices. 


MCDOT has the responsibility to provide to MTA the trail design criteria for the 
CCT. MTA has the responsibility to negotiate right-of-way with CSXT, and to 
design and build the CCT integral with the Purple Line. Montgomery County is 
responsible for providing the funds to pay for the CCT. MCDOT and MTA must 
act well together as a CCT design team if we are going to realize the potential of 
the CCT. If the Purple Line proceeds to final design, the design team should 
include designers who have professional training and experience specific to 
multi-use trail design, and who have the responsibility to design the CCT to meet 
or exceed current trail design guidelines and best practices. 


Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the FEIS. 


On behalf of the CCCT Board: 

Ron Tripp, CCCT Chair 

Greg Drury, CCCT Light Rail Committee Chair 
Wayne Phyillaier, CCCT Treasurer 


cc. by email to: 
County Executive Ike Leggett 
MCDOT (Holmes, Erinrich) 
Montgomery County Council 
Montgomery County Planning Board 
MTA (Madden) 
M-NCPPC Planning (Anspacher, Autrey) 
WABA (Farthing) 
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First Name: kevin 
Last Name : reed 
Email Address : kreed@dowlohnes.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | am a resident of Bethesda and live a few miles from the Capital 
Crescent Trail. | have enjoyed using it for many years and hope that 
those state officials responsible for these decisions come to their senses 


and recognize that the higher and better community use is to preserve 
i the trail as it is. 
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First Name: Charlotte 
Last Name : Coffield 


Business/Agency/Associati Lyttonsville CommunityCivic Association 
on Name : 


Email Address : cacoffield@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 


NN —k 


Dear Maryland Transit Administration: 


Thankyou for the opportunity to comment on the Purple Line's Final 
Environmentallmpact Statement (FEIS) on behalf of theLyttonsville 
Community Civic Association. | We do supportthe Purple Line, which 
runs through our community. Also we have a goodrelationship the MTA 
staff and look forward to continuing that as the PLproject moves forward. 
However, the FEIS document raises some concernsabout the 
construction period and the long term operations. 


Within our community are public institutions and parks, andthe Pilgrim 
Baptist Church. Theconstruction period does not appear to recognize 
the special needs of ourcommunity. The three required waysadverse 
environmental impacts must be addressed by FEIS are: Avoidance of 
identified adverse impacts;Minimization of adverse impacts; Mitigation of 
all/partial adverse impacts notavoided or minimized acceptably—noise, 
vibration, air pollution, water,traffic/roadbeds, etc. 


However, FEIS does not include Lyttonsville or the rest ofour Census 
Tract in its Section 4(f) segment (in Chapters 4, 5 and 6) eventhough 
this is an essential requirement for the Purple Line to receive up to 
onebillion dollars of Federal funding. 


Our population and residences are included within the Purple Line 
Corridordefined as 500 feet on either side of the light rail alignment 
and/or one-halfmile radius of the future Lyttonsville Light Rail Station. 
Based on the FEISstudy area demographic analysis, Lyttonsville is an 
environmental justice(minority) population that needs special attention 
from the MTA Purple Lineproject. 


Our comments relate to the Purple Line short-term construction period 
and thelong-term Purple Line operations. 


Construction Period - 2015 - 2020 


We requestthat MTA respond to the following issues related to adverse 
environmentalimpacts; 


Construction period activities at and near the futureLyttonsville Rail 
Yard and Station are expected to create impacts on adjacentlocation. 


-- Truck haulage of materials and spoil on atwenty-four-seven basis 
through our community. 


-- Construction and operation of a construction periodstaging area on 
the future Lyttonsville Rail Yard and use of the staging areafor 
construction activity six days a work week year round. 


-- Construction of the Lyttonsville Station and Purple Linetracks 
including replacement of the Lyttonsville Place Bridge, replacement 
ofthe Talbot Avenue Bridge, and including a secondary staging area in 
theLyttonsville community between Kansas Avenue and Michigan 
Avenue on CSXproperty. 


-- Construction of a Purple Line Operations Center attachedto 
a Place Bridge and the Lyttonsville Storage and Operations 
Yard. 


-- Use of front and/or side yards of several homes along thealignment 
on Talbot Avenue, as well as facilities on the grounds of anapartment 
complex and the Albert Stewart Lane cul-de-sac. 


--Address disturbance of animalhabitat impact on the community due to 
vibration, noise and spoil removal. 


-- We expect thatthe above-mentioned activities will cause adverse 
impact that calls forconcurrent MTA avoidance, mitigations which may 
include compensation andoffsetting accommodations and benefits, 
especially important in ourenvironmental justice community. 


These specifics are a description of our concerns: 


Avoidance of noise, vibration, dust and harmful chemicalcompounds in 
the ambient environment and where avoidance is not possible, minimize 
noise, vibration and air pollution. What cannot be avoidedor minimized, 
mitigate the effects by means of community accommodation inpublic 
facilities, parklands and recreation areas including the Gwendolyn 
CoffieldRecreation Center, as well as the Pilgrim Baptist Church and the 
Rosemary HillsElementary School. 


Because of our community environmental justice status, 
additionalaccommodations and special attention by MTA is necessary 
for our community‘swell-being. To achieve this, we request that an MTA 
Purple Line workinggroup be established with Lyttonsville during the 
entire constructionperiod. The purpose for this working group would be 
to negotiateacceptable levels of construction noise, vibration, air 
pollution and roadtraffic by Purple Line contractors hauling materials and 
spoil to and fromstaging areas in Lyttonsville and re-routing traffic 
around closed bridges androads during construction. If an acceptable 
noise level cannot bereached, it may be necessary to relocate some 
residents during construction. 


The Rosemary Hills and Lyttonsville Park and the CoffieldCommunity 
Center will bear the burden of use of large numbers of off- 
dutyconstruction contract workers during meal breaks and leisure-time 
activities ashas happened in previous construction activities at the 
Montgomery CountyRide-On bus depot, causing increasing amounts of 
refuse, litter and extra useof athletic fields, parks, and open area 
recreational facilities. 


The Coffield Community Center is likely to have added use during 
theconstruction period which may require added park police duties and 
on-siteextra staff for maintenance and upkeep of the Center. The 
parking lots may also be burdened with construction workers’ personal 
vehiclesas has happened in the past. 


It is anticipated that noise from blasting, vibrations and spoil removalwill 
drive animals and pests from their dwelling places and into the 
communityand possibly into the homes of residents. There has been no 
discussionabout how MTA will address that issue. 


Environmental Justice - Directcommunity benefits 


1. | Compensation for use offront/side yards on Talbot Avenue during 
the construction period and returned inimproved condition, as well as the 
yards of the Albert Stewart Lane cul-de-sachomes and the facilities on 
the grounds of the Claridge House Apartment complex. 


2. Locate the substation to a sitenorth of the Purple Line away from 
homes on Kansas Avenue. 


3. Establish a working group betweenMTA and the Lyttonsville 
residents to meet monthly throughout theconstruction period. 


4. Provide assistance to smallbusinesses along Brookville Road to 
allow continued customer access. 


5. Provide security around allconstruction sites to prevent entry by non- 
MTA authorized workers, especiallychildren. 


6. Acquireformer E.C. Keys property at Brookville Road and Stewart 
Avenue for a permanentmuseum to house the Exhibit of the History of 
Lyttonsville and historicartifacts. 


7. Preserve an historic portion of TalbotAve Bridge for future use as 
part of the Lyttonsville community history. 


8. (And lastly, the project must) adhere to ADAregulations and 
guidelines throughout the project. 


Special Note: We agree with access to the Crescent Trail and 
theLyttonsville Station via Stewart Avenue by residents of 
thecommunity. However, the residents on Kansas Avenue 
areconcerned about users of the Trail parking on that street to gain 
access to thetrail. We request that MTA work with DOT to prevent that 
fromhappening. 


For follow-up information, you may contact: 
Charlotte A. Coffield 

President, Lyttonsville CommunityCivic Association 
301/ 587-5512 


cacoffield@aol.com 


Patricia A. Tyson 


Secretary, Lyttonsville Community CivicAssociation 
301/588-1475 


patriciatysnnn@aol.com 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Susan K. 
Claffey 
susankclaffey@gmail.com 


| am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood and my 
home is one 

block from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation site. My 
house is 

located at Pershing and Cloverfield. 


| am requesting that MTA keep the issue of the Power Substation at 
Wayne and 

Cloverfield OPEN for continued discussion and resolution satisfactory to 
the 

residents of the neighborhood. 


Several options such as concealment as a house, breaking the one 
larger unit 

into two smaller power substations, and burial of the unit(s) have been 
floated but no definite mitigation has been proposed and agreed upon. 
This 

issue needs to be finalized with an acceptable solution to the majority in 
the neighborhood. That solution must be consistent with the character of 
the 

neighborhood. 


We are not there yet, so the issue needs to remain open. 


Thank you, 
image003.jpg (5 kb) 
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First Name : Joey 
Last Name : Leus 
Email Address : masoncapwell1856@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Find a compromise, you are not Congress. 


Comment 
noted 
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First Name : Tobey 
Last Name : Lane 
Email Address : TobeyLane@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Save the trial for all of the people who love to walk, run enjoy the trail. 


Let nature be expecially for the animals. This is such a busy area, we 
need this trail for all of us. 
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First Name : Bruce 
Last Name : Spiegel 
Email Address : speegee@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | use the trail often and i would like it to stay the way itis. | believe the 
Purple Lone will destroy the trail or destroy its beauty. | enjoy the trail's 
quiet and natural beauty and i can't imagine that will remain with trains 


noisily wizzing by every few minutes. 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Amy 
Kostant 
amy@sciencecom.org 


The FEIS is flawed. For more than 20 years the Capital Crescent Trail 
has been enjoyed as a Park. The FEIS doesn't acknowledge the trail as 
an irreplaceable 20 acre natural resource. The Final Environmental 
Impact Statement should recognize how invaluable parks are in people's 
lives. 

The FEIS also fails to recognize the noise disturbance a walker, runner 
or biker will endure alongside 27- trains each day traveling 50mph. The 
peaceful, tranquil setting it is today will be harmfully impacted by a train 
sound as often as every three minutes. From the New York Times:"...the 
scientific evidence shows that loud sound is physically debilitating. A 
recent World Health Organization report on the burden of disease from 
environmental noise conservatively estimates that Western Europeans 
lose more than one million healthy life years annually as a consequence 
of noise-related disability and disease." This type of disease is costly to 
a community, and preventive measures have always proved of value. 
Many children use this trail for play and to commute to school. | see this 
as an accident waiting to happen. 

Put the transportation where it's needed most, rather than where the 
developers want it to be. It makes greater sense to put rapid bus transit 
on Jones Bridge Road - with raised (safe and attractive) shelters, and 
designated bus lane for fast, energy effecting buses. 

Friends of the Capital Crescent Trail envision a world class trail and park 
system from Georgetown through Bethesda and connecting Rock Creek 
and downtown Silver Spring. According to this Final Environmental 
Impact Statement, the Capital Crescent Trail isn't worth saving. 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Guillermo 

Carmouze 
gjcarmouze@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Guillermo Carmouze 


3309 sir thomas dr 
silver spring, MD 20904 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #804 DETAIL 








First Name : Amy 
Last Name : Holman 
Email Address : amyh90@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Hello Purple Line staff, 


| am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood and | 
continue to be disappointed with the Purple Line planning process. It 
seems like the information comes out in small doses, leading me to 
believe that there is a lack of transparency in this process. The fact that 
the Chevy chase Country Club has secured some sort of an exception 
confirms this view, as does the recent disclosure that a large portion of 
the Spring Street businesses (many of which have been there since the 
mid-1990s when | moved to Silver Spring ) will be razed for the Purple 
Line. | believe that this includes the recently-relocated post office. 


A number of long-time residents of this community fought long and hard 
to ensure that we have a sense of community. An important part of this 
is to foster small businesses. That is why many of us fought against the 
mega mall proposed for downtown Silver Spring in the 1990s. We were 
successful in influencing the design of a town center. 


Another issue of concern is preserving the character of the 
neighborhood and avoiding anything that could be a target of crime or 
gang tagging. You may not be aware that this is an issue of concern in 
our neighborhood, and we have worked closely and largely successfully 
with the Montgomery County authority to decrease targets of 
opportunity. My home is close to the proposed Wayne Avenue Power 
Substation site. We are concerned about the potential of this 
substantion to compromise the character of the neighborhood by being a 
crime target, in addition to the noise and other negative aspects. 


| write to ask that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do about the 
Power Substation on Wayne. It is not just residents, but the County as 
well, that will benefit from preserving the character of our neighborhood 
by assuring a Substation location/design that is compatible with our 
area. 


| appreciate your consideration of my views, as well as those of my 
neighbors. Please do not hesitate to conatct me at this email address or 
at 301 814 4225 (cell) if you have any questions or comments. 


Regards, Amy Holman 
427 Pershing Drive, Silver Spring 


> 

>To: soeca@yahoogroups.com From: AEdwards0603@netscape.net 
Date: Fri, 18 Oct 2013 12:08:38 -0400 Subject: [soeca] Neighbors, 
please, on Oct 21 deadline, re Power Substation, we need you now. [3 
Attachments] 

>[Attachment(s) from AEdwardsO603@netscape.net included below] 
Hello neighbors from Anne Edwards on Greenbrier. 

> 





> 

>We could use your help now, to keep the issue OPEN how and where 
to put the power for the Purple Line on Wayne Ave: 

> 


> 

>Hard deadline is this Monday, Oct 21 to file any comment about the 
Purple Line&apos;s "Final Environmental Impact Statement". 

> 


> 
>l am writing today to ask if you would please - each - consider sending 


a short email asking MTA to keep OPEN the issue of what to do about 
the Power Substation on Wayne so we end up with a plan more 
compatible with our nice area. 

> 

> 

>l am resending to you, and asking you to take a look, at the PDF 
"Status Report" sent a few days ago explaining what we have put in play 
on this issue, as we all ask simply for a better solution. 

> 

> 

>Keeping an issue "open" like this does NOT delay the Purple Line 
process. The "FEIS" itself can go ahead -- absolutely -- as planned into 
the federal funds process. We are just asking that it include a clear 
stipulation that issues, like this Traction Power Substation, are remaining 
OPEN to be worked out locally. 

> 

> 

>So we are asking you to file a "comment" by Monday to that end: 
Asking MTA to keep the TPSS issue open 

> 


> 

>What we have been working on is finding a better plan but we all need 
more time. We all only learned about this from MTA in late April. 

> 


> 

>MTA has been talking to us since, but they are not yet changing their 
original plan, to put the Traction Power Substation at Wayne at 
Cloverfield as an open-air installation surrounded by a long, high, fence 
or wall. 

> 


> 

>The attached PDF prepared for you by your neighbors shows options 
being used in other cities facing the same pickle: Needing power in a 
neighborhood that does not have a natural home for this kind of 
mechanical set up. 

> 


> 

>(Of great interest is the recent discovery that smaller "TPSS" units are 
available, which would make them way easier to absorb.) 

> 


> 

>So that is the discussion we want to continue with MTA.. That request 
to keep working toward a better solution is now supported by County 
Exec Ike Leggett, and our Councilmember Ervin, and our Annapolis 
delegation is getting involved. 

> 


> 
>But even their support is NOT enough to get this done. THIS NEEDS 
US. 


>> 

>> 

>>Those very elected leaders are encouraging all of us to get-on-the- 
record with the MTA process, and file a comment by Monday. That is 
just how it works. 

> 


> 

>I would like to offer this to you: | have been astonished, not in a good 
way, to learn how much weight is given to individual emails in a "public 
comment" process like this. Every professional among us, and there 
are many, understands that this is hardly a scientific sampling of public 
sentiment but, | have learned, these comments count as If the process 
were scientific. They are referred to and cited and invoked forever. Go 


figure. But there you are. Personal observation. 
> 


> 

>So please, consider writing an email by Monday. Justa COMMENT. 
Doesn&apos;t need to be an engineering report. 

> 

> 

>You can write whatever you wish of course, but to be clear, you do not 
need to "vote" on an alternative now: Your comment would be helpful it it 
just endorses the request that MTA keeps working with us on a plan 
more compatible for the area. 

> 


> 

>Attached: 

>PDF about "TPSS Status Report" from your neighbors 
>and recent letters from our County electeds. 

> 


> 

>Suggested "go to": 

>The homepage of the Purple Line website directs you to the comment 
process. 

> 


> 

>It also directs you to all of the FEIS original documents, which are 
voluminous but really interesting. 

> 


> 
>http://www.purplelinemd.com/ 
> 


rm 

>Our SOECA website (follow the "Purple Line" box on the homepage) 
has put links to multiple relevant documents and news articles. 

> 


> 
>http://www.soeca.org/ 
> 


> 

>Thank you so very much for listening. 
> 

> 

>Very sincerely, 

> 


> 
>Anne Edwards on Greenbrier 


VVVVVV 
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First Name : Maya 
Last Name : Flaherty 
Email Address : mjflahertyOO@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : To the Maryland Transit Administration, 
I’m responding to the Wayne avenue tpss. You should not build a 
substation next to a school. It would be easy for students to get 
distracted by it instead of paying attention to class. Having a 
construction site next to your school for a few years doesn’t exactly 
encourage learning. All the noise from construction could drown out the 
teachers’ voices while they were trying to teach. They hate it enough 
when we students talk over them, so don’t you think that this might get a 
little annoying? | happen to have gone to that school last year, and | 
know that they (as most schools do,) have a rule that is not to talk while 
the teacher is talking. If they don’t even like that, it might be a little 
maddening to constantly have to talk over construction. Not to mention 
how bad it is for the environment! Tearing down and building new 
buildings requires a lot of fossil fuels, which when released into the air 
pollute, therefore further worsening the 
environment and possibly global warming. 
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First Name : Fadi 
Last Name : Doumani 
Email Address : Fdoumani@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Hi, 
The trail allows me to get my daily dose of oxygen, to clense my sight 
from the geometric chaos, to enjoy delightful smells and to listen to 
nature's constant musical improvisation! 
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First Name : Lesley-Alicia 
Last Name : Delahunty 
Email Address : none_so_pretty@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | want my grandchildren to be able to pick raspberries along the trail. | 


want them to be able to hike and to bike to the Little Falls Library and to 
the Little Falls Pool like their father did as a child. 
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First Name : Owen 
Last Name: McGleenan 
Email Address : winychildinc@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | like the trail because it has paths for me to go on and short cuts for me 
to explore and if there was a Purple Line there | couldn't get to places | 
really wanted to go while exercising in the woods. | also like to walk my 


dogs on the trail and look for caterpillars. And i also like to bike to place 
on the trail and you can;t do that well with trains there. 


Owen age 7 
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Tom 

Block 
thomasablock@gmail.com 
Dear Purple Line Maryland: 


If the Purple Line is to be built, it should be bus rapid transit, not 

light rail. Bus rapid transit would bring environmental, community and 
financial improvements. There is no real downside to the Purple Line as 
bus rapid transit. The route, the capacity, and the speed could all be 
identical. 


The light rail plan creates numerous unnecessary problems, especially 
overhead wires, tracks in the ground (which are difficult for cyclists), 

the need to remove all nearby greenery because of the tracks and 
overhead 

wires, and worst of all the power substations. ALL of those problems are 
gone if the line is bus rapid transit, with the same dedicated right-of-way 
paths as planned for the Purple Line. 


The Purple Line will be travelling in mixed traffic in Silver Spring, and 

if it should break down or if there should be an accident blocking its way, 
it will create huge unnecessary congestion. A bus rapid transit vehicle 
could change lanes and is more easily removed (in case of a 
breakdown). 

Buses currently exist that have sufficient passenger capacity. Buses 
can 

be designed to be hybrid or fully electric; the most improved technology 
can be implemented much more quickly. 


Cost. The proposal for a public-private partnership does not make 
financial sense. When a private company raises capital, it must repay 
investors. The state and the counties can raise capital with fewer costs. 
It may make sense for one contractor to do combined design and build. 
However, including a private company in public private partnership - for 
financing and operating is bad for taxpayers. If the Purple Line was 
implemented as a bus, the savings would be ENORMOUS and the 
service would 

be identical, and the public private partnership would not be needed 
because the cost would be much lower. 


The Purple Line as bus rapid transit is a win-win-win. A win for transit 
riders, a win for the environment and a win for taxpayers. 


Tom Block 
Silver Spring, MD 


Author/Artist 
*www.tomblock.com* 
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Mary 
speedplay@comcast.net 


| am writing as a regular user of the Capital Crescent Trail both as a 
runner and as someone who bikes the trail with their family. This trail is 
one of the busiest in our region for commuter bikers and absolutely 
packed with weekend recreational use! It has become a real "star" in the 
rail-to-trail success story and | appeal to you to not undo that by putting 
in a train line. 


| also have to deal with the traffic in the area as a commuter but | believe 
we could easily accomplish the goal of the train without destroying all the 
beauty of the trail if we were to widen the trail to support a dedicated bus 
line. 


Many other major cities in the world have a wonderful network of various 
public transport available and most include bus lines. Paris, the city that 
our own Washington DC was modeled after, has been able to achieve 
it's status as the most beautiful city in the world in part by using at least 4 
different modes of transport that leave room for many parks and natural 
areas. 


The wonderful green space that runs the length of the Capital Crescent 
would be decimated if the metro line goes through and that would be a 
travesty if we had other alternatives that would be less costly and still be 
able to keep the trail intact as a commuter and recreational haven. 


Please add my name to the many voices calling you to halt plans to 
install the Purple Line Train and consider a wiser alternative! 


Respectfully 
Mary Foster 
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walter 
giblin 
wjgiblinmd@aol.com 


no to the purple line. keep our trees. buses make much more sense and 
much less costly and would save our precious trees a greenery!!! 


E.11 
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Sharon 

Lynch 
slynch@gwu.edu 
Purple Line Officials: 


This note is to register strong objection to the building of an 
above-ground power station for the Purple Line in the Wayne Ave and 
Pershing (approximately) area. This proposed structure is ugly and 
out-of-place in this pretty stretch of Wayne Ave. Another place needs to 
be found for it, or it needs to buried underground. 


Residents in this area wonder why our needs are so constantly ignored 
and 

why such an eyesore is contemplated for the Purple Line. | consider this 
transportation "solution" a huge waste of money and would prefer a less 
costly solutions altogether (such as electric buses) but if you insist on 
disrupting our neighborhood with this transportation "solution", then at 
least make it aesthetically acceptable. 


Thank you. 


Sharon J. Lynch 
713 Woodside Parkway 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 


Best regards, 
Sharon Lynch, PhD 
Professor, GSEHD/George Washington University 


Past President, NARST, A Worldwide Organization for Improving 
Science 

Teaching and Learning Through Research 

(formerly National Association for Research in Science Teaching) 


Principal Investigator for a NSF project: Multiple Instrumental Case 
Studies of Inclusive STEM-focused High Schools: Opportunity 
Structures for 

Preparation and Inspiration (OSPrl) with website: 
http://ospri.research.gwu.edu 


Contact Information: 

George Washington University 

Graduate School of Education and Human Development 
2134 G St. NW, Room 402 

Washington, DC 20052 

Phone: 202-994-6174 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Susan 
Andrea 
sandrea5@hotmail.com 


| am opposed to placing any Traction Power Substation (TPSS) above 
ground anywhere on Wayne Avenue in Silver Spring, regardless of the 
size of the TPSS and regardless of how it would be "disguised." This 
kind of structure is totally inappropriate and unacceptable in a residential 
area of single-family homes. | believe any above ground TPSS on 
Wayne Avenue would have a negative effect. It simply does not belong 
in a residential area of single-family homes. It would be an 
encroachment and degrade the character and desirability of the 
neighborhood. The county has said it is committed to protecting our 
residential neighborhoods and the current proposal clearly flies in the 
face of that goal. Any TPSS on Wayne Avenue should be underground. 
Susan Andrea402 Dale DriveSilver Spring, MD 20910 
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First Name : Nancy 
Last Name : Weber 
Email Address : Neweberss@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : 
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From: Nancy Weber 9119 Flower Ave. Silver Spring Md. 20901 
_neweberss@aol.com_ (mailto:neweberss@aol.com) 
phone- 301-585-4871 


In the beginning .....and for a long time...| was supportive of the Purple 
Line. 
Now it has turned into a Horror Show! 


The visual clutter is awful. The humming power houses will be annoying, 
and the amount of money being spent is INSANE! 


There are many other transportation needs that are emergencies ....or 
will 
be soon...that need attention more than this cross-county light railroad. 


Repair the aging bridges! 


* Digging a tunnel through a steep bank on Wayne Ave. in Silver Spring 
and 

destroying two apartment houses is wrong. Mature trees will be lost and 
there will be serious disruption to the neighborhood during construction. 


The waste of money to do this is absurd. 


* Not allowing a left turn on Arliss from Flower will push neighborhood 
traffic to the back streets when we need to go to the Giant. THIS IS 
RIDULOUS! 


* Arliss is already a busy street and we do not need more disruption on 
it. 


* Not allowing Piney Branch traffic to turn left on University Blvd. to 
reach the Beltway will push more rush hour traffic to Flower Ave. ..which 
already suffers from a huge volume of cut-through traffic. Again ...you 
are 

pushing traffic to the side streets to accommodate the Purple Line. 


*It appears that Langley Park businesses will suffer greatly with the 
plans for that area. People who used to support the Purple Line there, 
are now 

against it for the damage it will cause. 


*A lot of this disruption could be avoided by using BUSES ina 
designated 
lane. 


Use the county-owned land from Bethesda to Silver Spring for light rail 
and use buses through the populated areas. 


WE CAN'T AFFORD THIS. STOP SPENDING OUR MONEY 
RECKLESSLY! 


DON'T MAKE OUR LIVES MORE DIFFICULT! 
Nancy Weber 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Sandie 
Deighton 
SandieLee322@gmail.com 


On the Noise Level — there is a serious design flaw. Land use along the 
line are grouped into 3 types. Types 1 & 3 have primary daytime use; 
and the measuring devices monitored noise during the day. Type 2 is 
“Residences and buildings where people normally sleep.....where 
nighttime sensitivity to noise is assumed to be of utmost importance” 
(Noise & Vibration Technical Report — Page 2-1) The flaw Is that the 
metric used to monitor the noise averages day and nighttime noise 
together. IF “NIGHTIME SENSITIVITY TO NOISE” is the defining 
characteristic for a separate category of land use — then the noise 
measurement MUST measure SEPARATELY for daytime & nighttime. It 
is a MAJOR concern at nighttime to have trains operating every 12 
minutes in each direction until 1am (8am weekends) AND in addition to 
the track operating noise having the warning horns. “Much of the noise 
impact is derived from use of transit warning horns at stations and 
crossings, and eliminating the transit horn is not possible due to safety 
concerns” (page 22 FEIS) 


| also have serious concern the projections made regarding ridership are 
based on data which is too old and thus lead to inaccurate conclusions. 
It appears to be another ICC where use projections have proved to be 
inaccurate. More current data is critical before billions are spent. 


| RESENT the nomenclature of the "purple line" It misleads people to 
thinking this is PART of Metro -- which it is NOT. 
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Email Address : amideap@ yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Your recent email about the FEIS comment deadline accidentally links to 
YOUR website and not the government site, which is: 
http://www.purplelinemd.com/en/studies-reports/feis-document/feis- 


incorrect web link comment-form 
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Kenneth 

Simler 
simler@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project, both for the 
much-needed light rail line that is the centerpiece of the project, and for 
the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 
Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


| fully support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to the 
use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, and support the completion of the CCT to provide a viable 
bicycling connection as well. 


Thank you. 
Kenneth Simler 


207 Dogwood Avenue 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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First Name : Jennifer 
Last Name : Gans 
Email Address : jen.gans@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 
home is one block distant from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power 
CA Substation site. | write to ask that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to 
do about the Power Substation on Wayne. It's not just us residents, but 
the County as well, that will benefit from preserving the character of our 
neighborhood by assuring a Substation location/design that's compatible 
with our area. 


Thank you for your consideration, 


Jennifer Gans 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Karen 
Dietrich 
kdietrichma@yahoo.com 


Attached please find a comment letter from a group of residents on 
Kentbury Drive, Bethesda, in response to the Maryland Transit 
Administration's Final Environmental Impact Statement regarding the 
"Purple Line." If you have any questions, please contact: 


Karen Dietrich 
kdietrichma@yahoo.com 


Geoff Sharpe 
ghpsharpe@gmail.com 


Judy Tso 
tso.judy@gmail.com 


Thank you. 


Karen Dietrich 
PL FEIS comment letter Kentbury Residents - FINAL.pdf (209 kb) 
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October 20, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


Re: Comments from Kentbury Drive Residents Group on the Purple 
Line Final Environmental Impact Statement 


Ladies and Gentlemen: 


We are writing on behalf of a group of homeowners along Kentbury Drive in 
Bethesda (the “Kentbury Drive Residents Group” or “KDRG”) whose properties 
abut the Georgetown Branch Trail of the Capital Crescent Trail (the “Trail”). We 
appreciate this opportunity to share our comments, questions and concerns 
about the Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement (“FEIS”), released 
on September 6, 2013. 


Kentbury Drive, located in the Columbia Forest neighborhood of East Bethesda, 
runs parallel to the proposed alignment for the Purple Line from East West 
Highway to the Columbia Country Club. As owners of property adjacent to the 
proposed alignment for the Purple Line, with homes as close as 50 feet from the 
proposed route, we will be uniquely and directly impacted by both the 
construction and operation of the Purple Line, as well as the proposed changes 
to the Trail. 


The Purple Line project proposes to add another East-West connection between 
New Carrollton and Bethesda, ostensibly to ease commuting along this axis and 
to garner associated environmental benefits. However, according to the FEIS, 
the project brings no significant improvements to either: Commutes for the vast 
majority even with the Purple Line would be within ten minutes of the No Build 
alternative, and energy consumption is 99.967% of the No Build Alternative. 
Moreover, it is unclear from the FEIS whether the energy consumption 
numbers include the massive energy expenditures associated with construction 
and maintenance. These limited benefits come at significant cost, including 
adverse effects on historic properties, reduction in home values totaling in the 
tens of millions of dollars, further destruction of already besieged green space, 


and removal of a trail system used by tens of thousands. That this project brings 
so little at such exorbitant cost calls into question the wisdom of the entire 
project. 


Rather than focusing on the many fundamental flaws associated with the 
underlying justifications for the project, however, this submission instead 
addresses the potentially significant adverse impacts that the residents of 
Kentbury Drive can expect if the Purple Line is built. While, as noted above, this 
project may bring some slight benefit to some (measured in minutes for 
commutes that take an hour or more), it will have a significant adverse impact on 
those residing near the proposed line. As one such group, the KDRG seeks to 
have these impacts mitigated in the same manner as other neighbors (such as 
Columbia Country Club). 


We are providing our comments and concerns about the FEIS as detailed 
below. We would be pleased to meet with officials from MTA and Montgomery 
County at any time to discuss how our concerns and mitigation recommendations 
can best be addressed. 


Our comments will address the following areas: 


Noise 

Vibration 

Construction Impact 
Trees/Landscaping 
Aesthetic and visual impacts 
Safety 

Water runoff 


We believe that there are deficiencies in the FEIS in several of these areas, as 
further discussed below, and we request that, before the Federal Transit 
Administration issues a Record of Decision, MTA be required to supplement the 
FEIS in the deficient areas. 


In addition, to address the significant adverse effects likely to be suffered by 
Kentbury Drive residents, we make specific recommendations for mitigation 
measures. Because of the importance of these measures to the quality of life of 
Kentbury Drive residents, these mitigation measures should be made a part of 
the Record of Decision before this project receives further federal or state 
funding. Moreover, the mitigation measures should be explicitly included as 
requirements for the requests for proposals to be issued for in connection with 
the financing, construction and operation of the system. This is particularly 
important in light of MTA’s plan to finance this project through a public-private 
partnership, where a private, commercial venture is likely to have strong 
incentives to save on construction costs by declining to incorporate into the 
design any mitigation measures that are not explicitly required. 


Noise 


The KDRG has reviewed the “Noise Technical Report,” which constitutes 
Chapter 4.11 of the FEIS, and the group has a number of strong concerns about 
both the methodology employed in the report and the resultant proposed design 
of the Purple Line. In particular, we are concerned about the following: 


e Use of the hourly equivalent sound level (Leq) as the sole metric for 
impacts on adjacent residences, which does not represent the actual 
outdoor impact of noise; 

e Omission of predicted maximum sound levels (Lmax), despite a 
recommendation from the Federal Transit Administration that they be 
included in the FEIS; 

e Potential adverse health effects from the anticipated noise; 

e Lack of detail on proposed mitigation measures for construction noise; 

e Deficient design of the proposed noise barriers on the section of the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way between Columbia Country Club and 
East West Highway; and 

e Noise from catenary wires which will be above sound barriers and which 
was completely omitted from impact study. 


Furthermore, it is unclear from the report whether the reported sound levels 
capture train travel in both directions, or only in one direction. 


Noise from Train Operations 

As is made clear in the “Noise Technical Report,” MTA has evaluated noise 
impacts on nearby properties using Leg, the hourly equivalent sound level. The 
Leg differs from Lmax, the maximum sound level, and takes into account both the 
loudness and duration of sound events and averages’ them over a period of 60 
minutes. These noise levels are then compared with existing background noise 
levels to establish whether the noise levels are ‘impactful’ per the criteria 
published by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA)*. However the Leg, aS an 
average does not accurately reflect the actual sound impact of the light rail. This 
point is actually alluded to by the FTA in the following statement: 


It is recommended that Lmax information be provided in environmental 
documents to supplement the noise impact assessment and to help satisfy 
the "full disclosure" requirements of NEPA.? 





: Mathematically, this is not an average. See the computation on page 2-19 of the document in 
footnote 2, below. 

? “Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment,” Federal Transit Administration, 2006. FTA- 
VA-90-1003-06. 

3 Ibid., p. 3-9. 


Lmax Sound levels are not included in the FEIS, despite the recommendation 
from FTA. However, on May 14, 2013, MTA held an open house at Bethesda- 
Chevy Chase High School to describe the project to the local community. At the 
meeting, the MTA acoustical engineer presented the Lmax sound levels to the 
audience. As reported by MTA, the maximum noise level of the train experienced 
at a distance of 25 feet from the rail will be 87 dB(A) when the train is traveling at 
50 mph. This is equivalent to an idling motorcycle or, as noted by FTA in their 
design manual, a jackhammer. It should also be noted that this noise level was 
predicted with the two noise mitigation measures currently proposed by MTA 
(short noise barriers and wheel skirts) already in place. 


As the northern boundary of the right-of-way (ROW) is approximately 25 feet 
from the westbound rail line, the noise levels in the backyards of Kentbury Drive 
residents, unless further mitigated, will be 87 dB(A) 260 times per day’. 


KDRG strongly objects to noise levels of this magnitude and duration, 
which will make use of our backyards untenable and could result in 
negative health impacts that are well documented. For example, the World 
Health Organization’s Community Guidelines on Community Noise discuss 
noise-induced health effects such as sleep disturbance, cardiovascular and 
physiological functions, mental health effects, cognitive task performance, and 
memory deficits, and point out that the elderly, children, the sick or the disabled 
are particularly vulnerable.2 Noise researchers such as W. Babisch, who 
conducted a study on traffic noise and cardiovascular health, concurs, noting that 
“[iJt is widely accepted that noise may be detrimental to health if the daytime 
noise emission level exceeds 65 dB(A).”° 


Two medical studies published this month in the British Medical Journal amplify 
our concerns.’ One study looked at airport noise and found that high noise areas 
(greater than 63 dB) had significantly increased risk for stroke, coronary heart 
disease and cardiovascular disease compared to areas where noise levels 
were lower. A second study reviewed hospitalizations for individuals aged 65 or 
older and found that every 10 dB increase in noise exposure was associated with 
a 3.5% higher rate of hospital admissions for cardiovascular disease. The 
authors noted that the effects were particularly marked above a noise level of 55 
dB. As the FEIS states, the noise from the Purple Line will be significantly higher 
than 55 dB, unless further noise abatement measures are taken. 


Since the Trail is even closer to the rail lines than our backyards, the noise levels 
on the Trail will be even higher. It is hard to imagine how this will remain an 





“ Table 4 in the “Noise Technical Report’, page 16, shows a total of 130 trips in each direction per 
day. 

° World Health Organization, Guidelines for Community Noise (1999). 

° Babisch W. Road traffic noise and cardiovascular risk. Noise Health [serial online] 10:27-33 
(2008). 

’ “Aircraft Noise and CVD: Two New Studies Bolster Link,” Medscape (Oct. 9, 2013). 


attractive community amenity under the current design, not to mention that there 
are serious safety concerns associated with the noise from passing trains (see 
mitigation recommendations below). 


It is also unclear whether the Noise Technical Report has included the correct 
values for the hourly equivalent sound levels, since they appear to be based on 
only half the predicted number of trips per day along the Purple Line. MTA 
reports that; 


“[tlotal daily operations were determined based on 6-minute headways 
during peak periods of the day (6 AM to 9 AM and 3:30 PM to 6:30 PM), 
10-minute headways during off-peak periods (9 AM to 3:30 PM and 6:30 
PM to 9 PM), and 12-minute headways during the late night and early 
morning periods (9 PM to 1:00 AM and 5 AM to 6 AM). This service 
frequency was used to predict future noise levels under the Preferred 
Alternative. (FEIS, Noise Technical Report, p. 15). 


This information is consistent with the headway and trips data reported in table 4 
on page 16. However, since this only represents travel in one direction, it 
appears that half of the train trips have been omitted in the calculation of the 
Leg values in the report. 


The MTA noise model also omits any contribution from the pantograph and 
catenary. This was reported by the MTA acoustical engineer at the open house 
on May 14. As the catenary wires are higher than the noise barriers in the current 
typical design, any noise generated by the pantograph will not be mitigated. As 
MTA has not evaluated the noise generated by the pantograph, it would appear 
that the values for Leg in the report require further adjustment, and consequently 
further planning, for noise abatement. 


Noise Barrier Design 
Currently, the typical cross-section of the Purple Line between the Columbia 
Country Club and East West Highway is as follows: 


e a short (+/- 4 foot) noise barrier south of the rail lines, in close proximity to 
the ROW boundary 

e apair of rail lines in the south half of the ROW 

e the Trail in the northern half of the ROW 

e a short (+/- 4 foot) noises barrier north of the Trail, in close proximity to the 
ROW boundary. 


The noise barrier on the north side of the ROW is intended to protect the 
Kentbury Drive residents from train noise and is currently proposed 
approximately 16 feet north of the northern set of tracks. The optimal location for 
noise mitigation, however, would be as close to the train as possible, i.e. 
between the Trail and the tracks. As noted by FTA, any concerns about 


reverberation between the body of the train and the noise barrier could be 
addressed by “increas[ing] barrier height, which is easy to obtain for such close- 


in barriers, and/or acoustical absorption on the source side of the barrier. 


98 


The KDRG are supporters and regular users of public transit. However, it is 
unreasonable that our community should be subjected to such high noise levels, 
of 87 dB(A) and higher, when there are clear and simple means for mitigation. 


For these reasons, the KDRG requests that MTA commit to taking additional 
measures to mitigate noise and thereby protect the health, safety and welfare of 
residents who live in close proximity to the proposed Purple Line. 


ie 


In particular, we ask MTA to commit to a performance standard that 
would limit maximum train noise levels to 65 dB(A) measured 50 feet 
from the centerline of the tracks. This could be achieved through a 
combination of changes to the noise barrier design, additional noise 
abatement measures such as green tracks, and reduction in train speed 
between Bethesda and Connecticut Avenue. 


. In addition, we ask MTA to relocate the noise barrier currently planned for 


the north side of the Trail to a location between the tracks and the Trail, 
i.e. closer to the train, where the barrier will most effectively block the 
noise from the train. There are two other reasons to relocate the northern 
noise barrier from its current location. 


First, as noted above, the noise levels on the Trail will be in excess of 87 
dB(A) every time a train passes. This is hardly in keeping with the vision 
for the Trail that has been put forth by MTA and Montgomery County 
(such as the potential positive health effects from the alleged increased 
use of the Trail by the community, touted in the FEIS). Moreover, the 
noise from the trains could be a safety issue for Trail users, who may not 
be able to hear warnings from fast-moving bicyclists, putting pedestrians 
(and particularly children) at risk. A noise barrier between the rails and the 
Trail would address these concerns, while also obviating the need for a 
fence between the rails and the Trail. 


Second, the noise barrier as currently designed will need to include 
significant gaps at the Trail access points at Sleaford Park, Kentbury Way, 
and East West Highway to allow for planned pedestrian access points to 
the Trail. The homes adjacent to (and near) these gaps would, under the 
current design, be subject to levels of noise even higher than those noted 
in the FEIS or the reported 87 dB at the May 14 open house, since the 
noise would be completely unmitigated by MTA’s proposed noise barriers. 
In order to meet FTA requirements, MTA likely would have to mitigate the 
noise at these access points in other ways, including potentially by 


SETA, p. 2-12. 


constructing a separate noise barrier between the tracks and Trail along 
these access points. However, if the noise barrier were to be located 
between the Trail and the tracks along the entire length of the Kentbury 
Drive stretch, there would be no need for these gaps or the additional 
noise mitigation measures they would require. 


. In addition to changing its location, the noise barrier height should also be 


raised to maximize the sound attenuation it provides. Although MTA states 
that the current design will achieve a 4 dB noise reduction,’ FTA reports 
that “sound barriers for transportation systems are typically used to 
attenuate noise at the receiver by 5 to 15 decibels.”’? KDRG requests that 
MTA raise the height of the noise barriers to achieve the full 15 dB 
attenuation possible with the typical noise barrier design. 


. Finally we ask that the MTA treat residents fairly and with respect by 


sufficiently addressing noise mitigation during the design and construction 
phase, rather than being forced to do it retroactively when harm has 
already been done. We also believe that this is the most cost effective 
way forward. In this context, the experiences of Seattle Sound Transit 
may be instructive. In that case, actual noise levels when the rail began 
operating differed greatly from estimates — exceeding estimates by 
10dB(A), which “equals a doubling of perceived loudness.” Local 
residents’ objections ultimately resulted in the retrofitting of homes, 
mitigation work on the tracks, and additional sound barriers costing $6 
Million to mitigate noise to acceptable levels." 


Construction Noise 

In addition to our concerns about the long-term operation of the Purple Line, we 
are troubled by the silence of the FEIS on potential impacts from construction 
noise. The FEIS states that construction will last over 5 years and will involve the 
use of heavy machinery along the Trail, but the FEIS provides no data regarding 
the potential noise levels and includes no details regarding potential mitigation 
measures. Our recommendations are as follows: 


. MTA must supplement the FEIS to provide information to the public 


regarding the potential construction noise impacts. 


2. As further discussed in the “Construction Impact” section, below, the 


KDRG asks that MTA take certain steps to mitigate a variety of potential 
effects from construction, including noise. To ensure that the most creative 





° FEIS, p. 16. 

RTA: p. 2-12. 

" See, e.g., Mike Lindblom, “Sound Transit calls light-rail noise a public-health problem,” The 
Seattle Times (Sept. 25, 2009), found at: 
http://seattletimes.com/html/localnews/2009938600_trainnoise25m.html. 


solutions receive appropriate consideration, and to avoid expensive future 
contract amendments, the KDRG recommends _ including specific 
construction noise mitigation requirements in the requests for construction 
proposals. 


3. We request regular meetings with MTA during the construction process 
(similar to the frequency of meetings between MTA and Columbia Country 
Club), allowing KDRG and the MTA to identify systematically any relevant 
issues and to work collaboratively together to find solutions during the 
constructions process (see _ additional comments below’ under 
“Construction Impact”). 


Vibration 


The KDRG has reviewed the “Vibration Technical Report” (Chapter 4.12 of the 
FEIS) and has a number of concerns regarding the lack of specific detail in the 
report. 


As noted in the technical report (p. 3), the “human threshold of perception is 
around 65 VdB.... However, human annoyance from vibration often occurs when 
vibration levels exceed the threshold of perception by only a small margin.” As 
noted in the report, a good number of existing houses along this stretch of the 
Purple Line are close enough (i.e. within 45 feet of the tracks) that they will be 
impacted by train vibration. It is also worth noting that landowners may well 
expand their houses, as permitted by applicable zoning regulations, which could 
result in more houses being closer to the tracks. 


We ask that MTA commit to taking certain action as the design is finalized and 
the contractor is chosen and brought on board. 


1. MTA should commit to a maximum vibration level of 65 VdB measured 50 
feet from the centerline of the tracks once the Purple Line begins 
operations. MTA has already committed to taking measures to mitigate 
vibration levels in certain specific areas between the Columbia Country 
Club and East West Highway, and it would seem that little additional effort 
would be necessary to achieve a performance standard of 65 VdB and 
ensure equal treatment of all residents who may be impacted. 


2. Throughout Bethesda, building larger homes on existing lots is becoming 
an increasingly common practice. To preserve the value of our properties, 
KDRG members must retain the option to build closer to the Trail on their 
existing lots. MTA should recognize that more residences ultimately may 
be closer than 45 feet of the rail line, and should address this fact by 
minimizing vibration levels wherever the right-of-way abuts 
residential property, not just in those areas where houses are currently 
in close proximity. Thus, the mitigation measures that MTA identifies on 


page 25 (such as resilient fasteners, ballast mats, and resiliently 
supported ties/under-tie pads) should be utilized wherever homes legally 
may be built within 50 feet of the tracks. 


3. Third, while MTA acknowledges that heavy construction operations will 
have a significant impact, it offers no specific mitigation measures. The 
topography between the Country Club and East West Highway will require 
the construction of extensive retaining walls, and it is quite likely that the 
wall design would be based on a pile and lagging system. As pile driving 
operations are among the most impactful construction operations in terms 
of both noise and vibration, MTA should commit to specific mitigation 
measures: 


e Select pile driving hammers to minimize ground-borne vibration; 

e Offer a monitoring regime to residents whose houses are within 75 
feet of the construction limit of disturbance to document any 
cosmetic or structural damage from ground-borne vibration; and 

e Compensate residents for any damage due to construction-related 
ground-borne vibration. 


Construction Impact 


The construction process for the Purple Line has the potential to create a 
significant negative affect on the surrounding residential community. According 
to Chapter 5 of the FEIS, Overview of Construction Activities, construction of the 
Purple Line will take well over five years, not counting unanticipated delays. In 
addition, the FEIS states that surface and above ground construction will take 
place 6 days per week for 15 hours per day (7 days, 24 hours per day for 
underground / tunnel work). The transportation of materials by trucks also may 
take place 24 hours per day. (FEIS, p. 5-2). 


The Georgetown Branch right-of-way is identified as “Construction Area 1” in the 
FEIS. Hauling routes are expected to surround the area, including along East- 
West Hwy, Pearl Street and Sleaford Road. One construction “access point” is 
identified in the FEIS to be located at the end of Sleaford Road, at the T- 
intersection with Kentbury Drive. According to the FEIS: 


The potential for [construction] activities to affect the community often is 
greatest at the access points where the workers, materials, and 
equipment enter the staging areas or access points on the site and where 
equipment and unwanted materials leave the site. (FEIS, p. 5-2) 
(emphasis added). 


The construction activities that are expected to take place in the Branch right-of- 
way include “heavy construction” that is described in the FEIS as follows: 


Work in Construction Area 1 would require the construction of retaining 
walls to build the transitway and Capital Crescent Trail to the proposed 
grade. The construction of these walls requires the use of heavy 
equipment such as cranes, excavators, bulldozers, loaders, dump trucks, 
and when necessary rigs to install piles. (FEIS, p.5-6). 


Beyond that, the FEIS provides no information about the timing, duration or 
potential effects of construction on the residents of Kentbury Drive. The FEIS is 
silent on the noise levels that residents are likely to experience from the trucks 
and heavy machinery, potential air pollution including exhaust fumes, dust or 
other particles, potential water contamination or other potential dangers. The 
Sleaford access point is also near one of the higher traffic bus stops in our 
neighborhood for Montgomery County Public Schools; which could make using 
this as an access point for heavy equipment dangerous. The FEIS is silent on 
potential mitigation measures to address any of these concerns. 


In light of the above, the KDRG makes the following requests: 


1. As noted above (“Noise”), the FEIS must be supplemented with 
information about the potential noise and vibration from construction and 
set forth specific measures to mitigate such impacts. 


2. The phasing of construction should be designed to minimize the impact on 
any given neighborhood. Individual stations and short stretches of the line 
should be worked on at separate times rather than working on the entire 
line for the entire construction period. To ensure this, and to address our 
other concerns, the KDRG seeks to work collaboratively with MTA on 
construction planning and contractor selection. Only through participation 
with the planners and builders on the line will residents be able to work out 
reasonable solutions to problems as we see them. The KDRG seeks to 
have a representative to review and recommend modifications to 
construction plans as they develop; participate in the development of any 
requests for proposals or requests for qualifications for contractors; and 
review and contribute to the evaluation of proposals from prospective 
contractors bidding on the work. 


3. Construction for 15 hours per day, six days per week is unacceptable. 
The Georgetown Branch right-of-way construction area and the Sleaford 
Road construction access point are located only a few feet away from the 
Kentbury Drive residents’ homes. Residents who live full time in these 
homes include individuals of all ages — from infants to the very elderly, and 
sleep disruptions likely to be caused by heavy construction that begins 
early in the morning and lasts late into the night have been shown to have 
serious health effects. Indeed, Montgomery County has recognized these 
and other adverse effects from unreasonable noise levels in adopting its 
noise ordinances which strictly limits noise levels that may reach 
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residential property lines to 65 dB(A) during daytime hours and 55 dB(A) 
during nighttime hours.'* These noise ordinances — whether or not they 
are legally applicable to the construction work of the MTA — should be 
honored, given the long-term nature of these construction activities (over 5 
years) within a densely populated residential area. 


The KDRG therefore requests that the hours of construction be limited to 
8:00 am through 5:00 pm on weekdays and 9:00 am through 4:00 pm on 
weekends. Moreover, MTA should study and provide information to the 
Kentbury Drive residents about the anticipated noise level and consult with 
residents and any necessary experts to determine appropriate mitigation 
measures related to construction noise. 


4. As noted above, the FEIS is silent on other potential adverse effects from 
construction, including air and water pollution. The KDRG requests that 
MTA study and provide details in a supplemental FEIS regarding all such 
potential effects. In addition, all construction contracts must require air 
pollution from the site to be minimized by turning off equipment and 
vehicles not being used, using minimally polluting equipment and fuel, 
requiring frequent hosing to reduce dust and dirt in the air, and controlling 
runoff and silt through appropriate forms of erosion control. 


5. Other potential construction impacts include the influx of workers and 
vehicles into the neighborhood. Parking is extremely tight in this area, and 
Kentbury Drive residents are required to have parking permits to park on 
the street. The KDRG requests that construction contracts specify that no 
equipment or passenger vehicles related to the construction work shall be 
parked on residential streets or in Sleaford Park. No equipment or other 
vehicles shall be left on the Trail after construction hours except in limited 
designated staging areas (e.g. at Connecticut Avenue and Pearl Street). 
In addition, in order to ensure safety of our neighborhood and to make 
sure only authorized personnel are in the vicinity, we request that all 
construction personnel wear badges clearly indicating that they are Purple 
Line related construction personnel and are authorized to be present at 
the construction site. Finally, the schedule of the work and any revisions 
to that schedule should be posted on-line and on-site, and neighborhood 
representatives should be kept informed of the nature, duration and 
impact of all phases of work. 


6. During periods of particularly heavy construction and high impact on 
residents, MTA should pay to relocate temporarily any families living 
adjacent to the construction area. 


7. Finally, Kentbury Drive residents and thousands of people in the 
surrounding communities make frequent use of the Trail for recreational 


"? http:/Awww6.montgomerycountymd.gov/dectmpl.asp?url=/Content/dep/community/noisemd.asp 
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and commuting purposes. It is unacceptable that the Trail be closed in its 
entirely for the entire five-year construction period. The Trail or some 
designated, temporary substitute should remain open to the public 
throughout the construction process so that commuters and recreational 
users always have use of this established resources for our communities. 


Trees/Landscaping 


As its name implies, a principal attribute of the Columbia Forest neighborhood is 
the presence of many large trees, especially along and near the Trail. We have 
reviewed the sections of the FEIS related to forest conservation, including 
chapter 4.13 (“Habitat and Wildlife”) and Volume II (“Environmental Resource 
Mapping”). We remain concerned about the loss of tree cover along the Purple 
Line right-of-way, including impacts both to trees located within the public right- 
of-way and to privately owned trees whose critical root zones are likely to be 
impacted by construction activities. 


The existing Trail between Bethesda and Connecticut Avenue, as well as the 
adjoining properties owned by residents of Kentbury Drive, include significant 
numbers of mature native trees, as well as many specimen trees (i.e. greater 
than 30 inches in diameter, measured at breast height) which require special 
consideration under Maryland law. While construction operations will necessarily 
impact many of the trees in the public right-of-way, care should be taken to 
minimize the impact to trees on private land. 


Note that Maryland regulations on forest conservation (COMAR 08-19) require 
state agencies whose activities will disturb more than 40,000 SF of forest to 
submit to the Maryland Department of Natural Resources (“DNR”) a forest stand 
delineation, to identify existing forest cover and the environmental features of a 
proposed development site, and a forest conservation plan . The Forest Stand 
Delineation Report for the Purple Line Rapid Transit Connection was approved 
by DNR in 2011. While this document may include information on tree 
preservation consistent with the measures noted above, it was not made 
available by MTA for public review. This is a significant omission, and the public 
should have the benefit of this document when reviewing the FEIS as the impact 
to neighborhood trees is a significant concern to the community, and we are 
eager to help the MTA develop mutually acceptable plans for tree management. 


In reviewing the Environmental Resource Mapping document in Volume II of the 
FEIS, it came to our attention that a number of specimen trees (as defined by 
Maryland DNR) have been omitted from the published maps. By way of example, 
there are two 36 inch tulip poplars directly adjacent to the Purple Line impact 
area near station point 344+50, and yet, neither is noted in the FEIS document. 
These have been located on a recent American Land Title Association survey 
and confirmed by a Maryland certified arborist. The KDRG would like to work with 
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the MTA to ensure that specimen trees are identified and given proper 
consideration as the design of the project moves forward. 


In light of the above, the KDRG make the following recommendations: 


1. In order to ensure that as many mature trees as possible are preserved, 
the following actions should be taken: 

e Conduct a tree survey to identify larger trees (equal to or greater 
than 12” diameter) whose critical root zones overlap the 
construction impact zone; 

e Create a tree preservation plan which would identify trees that 
should be saved, and establishing written guidelines for doing so; 

e Perform root pruning and fertilization of those trees that will be 
saved at least 12 months prior to construction in order to maximize 
their chances of survival: 

e Include appropriate tree protection measures (fencing, signage, 
etc.) in the plans and specifications for the construction contract; 
and 

e Establish an ongoing monitoring regime led by a certified arborist to 
ensure that those trees identified in the tree preservation plan are 
not impacted by construction operations. 


2. The Forest Stand Delineation Report for the Purple Line Rapid Transit 
Connection document should be made available for review and comment 
before the end of the year. 


3. The Environmental Resources Mapping document must be updated to 
reflect all relevant trees and should be submitted to residents and 
community groups for review and approval by next Spring. 


4. We also wish to call to the attention of MTA two bills 35-12 and 41-12, 
recently enacted into law by the Montgomery County Council. While we 
understand that the applicability of these bills is limited, the passage of 
these laws, in the words of Councilman Berliner, “reflect the extraordinary 
importance of trees to our residents, and the environmental, aesthetic and 
economic value they add to our quality of life in Montgomery County.”'? 
MTA and Montgomery County should voluntarily comply with the spirit of 
these laws, including by meeting the ratio of newly planted to destroyed 
trees as specified in Bill 35-12. In order to do so, MTA and Montgomery 
County may need to re-plant on adjacent homeowners’ properties some of 
the trees that will be destroyed in the County right-of-way. We expect that 
our input will be sought as this plan goes forward. 


‘ “Leggett Signs Two Bills to Protect and Maintain Trees,” Montgomery County News Release 
(July 30, 2013). 
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5. Finally, the FEIS is silent on the impact of construction operations on 
privately owned trees. As is widely understood in the construction industry, 
it is important to protect the critical root zones of desirable trees if they are 
to survive, whether they are specimen trees or not. If a tree is located on 
private property, MTA should make all reasonable efforts to avoid 
impacting the critical root zone of that tree. Thus, we request that the 
County arborist, or an arborist hired by the county at our recommendation 
and behest, investigate the impact of the proposed Purple Line through 
our neighborhood on the health of existing trees on private property. If it is 
not possible to preserve the trees on private property, MTA must 
compensate the landowner for both the value of the tree and the cost to 
have it safely removed and a replacement tree planted. 


Aesthetic and Visual Impacts 


The FEIS concedes that the Trail area is a “visually sensitive area” because of 
the mature trees and the prominence of the natural environment. (FEIS p. 4-79 
to 4-80). The FEIS also concedes that there will be a “high level” impact on the 
area due to the removal of mature trees and existing vegetation. (FEIS p. 4-84). 
A “high level impact” is defined as 


[a]n extensive change to visual character or quality, or substantial effect 
on a visually sensitive area. New visual elements would be generally 
incompatible with existing visual character and quality, resulting in a high 
level of viewer response. (FEIS p. 4-78). 


The visual impact on the area behind the Kentbury Drive homes is described by 
the FEIS as follows: 


The overall appearance of the right-of-way would be substantially changed 
from present conditions. In addition, the right-of-way would have a four- 
foot retaining wall ... Depending upon location and topography, views from 
the trail and of the trail from adjacent properties would be substantially 
altered or essentially eliminated due to either the removal of vegetation or 
the addition of retaining walls. (FEIS p. 4-85). 


Even with this sobering description, however, the FEIS is misleading. Figure 4- 
18 indicates that mature trees will remain in areas immediately adjacent to the 
retaining walls, although the FEIS notes that virtually all trees will be removed 
within the entire right-of-way (FEIS p. 4-84), which extends approximately 5 feet 
beyond the retaining walls as currently designed. Indeed the MTA has 
represented at numerous community meetings that NO trees will remain in the 
right-of-way (and indeed, as discussed in the “Trees/Landscaping” section 
above, it is likely that any mature trees such as the ones pictured in Figure 4-18 
that are currently located on private property are likely to be killed during 
construction of the Purple Line). 
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Yet, despite its dire predictions that the visual character and quality of the area 
will be destroyed, the FEIS fails to propose even a single solution or mitigation 
measure to salvage this valuable green space or to preserve the quality of this 
visually sensitive area. Indeed, the significant impacts on this area will forever 
change the character of the Trail and the backyards of every home along the 
Kentbury Drive stretch. In addition to losing their current view of mature trees 
(many over 80 years old) and dense vegetation, homeowners are facing the 
prospect of the construction of concrete retaining walls immediately adjacent to 
their backyards. And contrary to the FEIS statement that “the right-of-way would 
have four foot retaining walls,” (FEIS, p. 4-85), due to the topography in the area, 
several homes in the Kentbury Drive area actually are expected to have 15-25 
foot tall concrete retaining walls within a few dozen feet of their backdoors, 
dramatically changing the visual character of their backyards from the current 
green, natural, park-like suburban surroundings to an environment dominated by 
concrete. 


The FEIS also fails to provide any information about the visual characteristics of 
a number of the transitway elements, including (1) the appearance of the 
retaining walls and noise barriers, (2) the materials to be used and design of the 
fencing or other barrier to be built between the Trail and tracks, and (3) the 
design elements of Trail access points. These Trail access points include stairs 
to be built at the end of Sleaford Road (between 7901 and 4300 Kentbury Drive), 
a pedestrian tunnel to be constructed under the Trail and tracks at the same 
location, and a grade-level Trail entry point proposed between two homes at 
7919 and 7921 Kentbury Drive. (See Fig. 2-11, identifying the two Trail entries 
as “Sleaford Road” and “Kentbury Drive”). In addition, there will be a set of stairs 
at the Trail underpass under East-West Highway, leading from the road and 
sidewalk down to the Trail. This access point is located adjacent to the property 
at 4310 Kentbury Drive. All of these access point elements are likely to have a 
significant negative visual impact on the adjacent homes and current park-like 
atmosphere but are ignored by the FEIS. No information is provided about the 
construction materials to be utilized, the size of any structures to be built, the 
lighting, fencing or other design elements. 


In light of the omissions described above, the KDRG makes the following 
requests: 


1. The FEIS vaguely states that “MTA will continue to coordinate and consult 
with affected communities regarding the aesthetic treatment of the 
transitway elements.” (FEIS Table 4.1). We request that we be provided 
with a guarantee that we will be formally involved in the design of all 
transitway elements with respect to aesthetic and visual impacts, including 
the appearance of retaining and noise walls, fencing, stairs, lighting, 
tunnel design and the like. This would involve regular meetings by MTA’s 
design professionals directly with affected residents and a pre-determined, 
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formal process for residents to elevate any important disagreements to 
their elected officials. 


. All retaining walls and noise barriers should be designed in an 
aesthetically pleasing manner, including through the use of natural colors, 
textures and designs, in order to replicate as much as possible the current 
park-like environment in which KDRG homes are located. 


. In all areas where homes will face retention or noise barriers taller than 6 


feet, the design should include terracing, berms, and other landscaping 
solutions to mitigate the negative visual effects of tall concrete walls and 
replicate and restore the current visual effects of green vegetation. 
Indeed, according to the MTA, precisely these types of measures have 
been promised to Columbia Country Club: 


To overcome the large difference in elevation, MTA will construct a 
series of shorter walls in a terraced configuration along part of the 
north side of the alignment. [The terraced area] would contain 
planting areas for suitable landscape materials. (FEIS p. 4-75). 


The KDRG hopes and expects that the we will receive equal treatment in 
this regard. 


. To the extent such visual effects cannot be mitigated in the public right-of- 
way, homeowners should be provided with sufficient funds to permit them 
to take appropriate landscaping measures on their own properties to 
replace the lost vegetation and tree canopy and restore the current 
conditions. Indeed, it may be most cost effective to provide funds to 
residents even before construction begins to allow them to plant younger 
(i.e. inexpensive) trees now, allowing them to grow substantially by the 
time the Purple Line construction is complete. 


. On the north side of the Trail, along the backyards of KDRG households, 
MTA should re-plant trees and shrubs to create a natural barrier between 
the train and Kentbury Drive homes in order to restore at least a small 
portion of the green space to be destroyed along the Trail and our 
backyards. Furthermore, MTA should consult with homeowners to 
determine each homeowner's willingness to plant replacement trees in 
their backyards and pay for the cost of the trees. 


. With respect to the two proposed Trail access points along Kentbury Drive 
and the East-West Highway stairs to the Trail, residents should be 
formally involved in both design and safety/security issues. For example, 
at the Sleaford Road Trail access, a tunnel will be built under the entire 
right-of-way (a distance of approximately 70 feet or more). In addition, 
stairs are planned for access to the Trail, which will be elevated (20-30 
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feet) at this point. The visual appearance of this tunnel and staircase will 
have a significant impact not only on the immediately adjacent homes but 
on the East Bethesda community as a whole. 


. The KDRG believes that, with the exception of lighting inside the 


pedestrian tunnel planned for the Sleaford Road Trail access area, no 
lighting should be installed at these Trail entry points, as such lights would 
be intrusive for adjacent homeowners. Moreover, having these areas lit 
also could attract individuals to these areas at night even if the Trail entry 
points are officially closed, which could result in individuals loitering in 
these areas. We note that both of these areas currently serve as Trail 
access points for the community, including bicycle commuters, and no 
lighting exists. We see no reason to change this status quo. 


. Finally, the area at the Sleaford Road Trail access (currently known by 


residents as “Sleaford Park”) likely will attract a much higher number of 
users due to construction of stairs to replace the berm that currently must 
be climbed in order to access the Trail. This area therefore presents an 
opportunity to replace some of the green space that will be lost through 
the construction of the Purple Line. The area should receive formal 
designation as parkland, maintained by Montgomery County and/or the M- 
NCPPC, and the design for the area should include significant tree 
planting and low-maintenance landscaping to create a welcoming green 
space for community residents and Trail users. The East Bethesda 
Citizens Association and adjacent landowners should be _ specifically 
consulted in connection with the design of this green space. 


Safety 


The operation of the Purple Line and the related infrastructure changes pose 
potential safety hazards to the residents of Kentbury Drive, yet the FEIS does not 
address such potential safety issues. The KDRG requests that the following 
safety issues be considered and mitigated: 


le 


Tunnel Safety — In order to prevent accidents and deter crime inside the 
tunnel to be located at the Sleaford Road Trail access site, adequate 
lighting must be provided inside the tunnel 24 hours per day (but, as noted 
above, no other lighting should be provided at this access point). In 
addition, the tunnel must be locked during nighttime hours to prevent 
loitering or sleeping inside the tunnel. We propose that the tunnel be 
locked between the hours of 10 pm and 6 am, which are the same hours 
during which the existing tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue currently is 
locked. In addition, emergency call boxes should be located inside the 
tunnel in order to ensure that individuals who may need police or EMS 
assistance are able to contact 911 operators. These call boxes must be 
maintained and routinely tested to ensure they remain operational. We 
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also ask the same safety precautions be made for the rail and Trail tunnel 
that runs under East-West Highway, which is currently a place for loitering 
and drug use. This tunnel also must be locked during the times delineated 
above, and lighting and police call boxes should be installed. 


2. Likewise, the stairs leading from East-West Highway to the Trail should be 
fenced off from adjoining private property to avoid people intruding onto 
private land, e.g. to take short-cuts through the community, etc. The stairs 
also should be gated and locked during the same hours as the Sleaford 
tunnel (see above). 


3. Track safety — the Purple Line tracks must have adequate pedestrian 
barriers and walls from both sides to ensure that no individuals can access 
the tracks and injure themselves, and to prevent suicides and suicide 
attempts. Transit lines can be notoriously fatal. Los Angeles, for example, 
has struggled with track and transit safety. According to the Los Angeles 
Times in an article dated September 23, 2013 on the Blue Line: 


The 22-mile line that connects downtown Los Angeles and Long Beach 
has the dubious distinction as the most fatal transit line in Southern 
California. Since its opening in 1990, the line has seen more suicides -- 31 
-- than the county’s four other light-rail lines combined. This year alone, 
there have been three suicides on the Blue Line. In the last 18 months, 
there have been seven. 


Water runoff 


The FEIS is silent as to the potential effects of the construction of the Purple Line 
on water runoff in the area of the Georgetown Branch trail right-of-way. The 
topography along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way and Kentbury Drive 
varies, with steep hills on either side of the Sleaford Road intersection with 
Kentbury Drive. Heavy rainfalls already result in significant water run-off on 
certain parts of the area. The increase in impervious surfaces due to the 
construction of retaining walls, tracks, etc., and the effect of heavy construction 
has the potential to cause significant changes in, and potentially increase, the 
water run-off along our homes. 


In this context, the KDRG has the following recommendations: 

1. MTA should make every effort to prevent water damage to Kentbury Drive 
homes and should provide guarantees that any damage from increased 
water run-off to Kentbury Drive residents (during and after construction) 
will be rectified, without cost to these residents. 


2. The surface of the new Trail should be a permeable material such as 
permeable asphalt or permeable concrete to avoid adverse impacts on 
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adjoining properties, to prevent flooding and overflow as well as for 
environmental reasons in terms of toxic contaminants such as heavy 
metals, salt, organic molecules and nutrients. Likewise, the tracks should 
be built on grass or another natural, permeable surface for the same 
reasons. 


3. MTA should design the water drainage system and swales to drain such 
that no standing water will remain for prevention of mosquito and insect 
breeding. MTA should ensure that water drainage is a 30-foot distance 
from trees on private property so that trees will not be drowned by excess 
water. 


4. Consistent with the discussion above (“Construction”), the KDRG should 
be kept informed and consulted about construction plans, and, in that 
context, detailed drainage plans should be shared with the KDRG. 


Finally, we request that MTA issue a supplemental FEIS to formally address the 
gaps and inconsistencies of information that are reflected in the comments in this 
letter and provide a complete accounting of impacts as is the duty of any agency 
that serves the interest of the citizens of Maryland. 


In conclusion, we would also like to note that the Kentbury Drive residents 
endorse the comments from the following organizations: 


e East Bethesda Citizens Association 
e Coquelin Run Citizens Association 


Thank you again for the opportunity to provide our comments in response to the 
FEIS. We look forward to discussing these comments and our requests for 
information and mitigation with MTA. 


Sincerely, 

Karen Dietrich Geoffrey Sharpe Judy Tso 

7901 Kentbury Drive 7919 Kentbury Drive 7921 Kentbury Drive 
Bethesda, MD 20814 Bethesda, MD 20814 Bethesda, MD 20814 
kdietrichma@yahoo.com ghpsharpe@gmail.com tso.judy@gmail.com 
On behalf of: 

Sue Watkins and Jan Deardorff Robert and Carol Schwartz 

4310 Kentbury Drive 7913 Kentbury Drive 

Sandy Wirt and Joanne Bowles Frank Slazer 

4304 Kentbury Drive 7915 Kentbury Drive (cont'd) 


Lee and Maribeth Eiden 
4302 Kentbury Drive 


Karen Dietrich and Keith Boniface 
7901 Kentbury Drive 


Mayuri Guntupalli and James Devaney 
7905 Kentbury Drive 


Scott and Michelle Harmon 
7909 Kentbury Drive 


Duane and Marci Young 
7911 Kentbury Drive 


Thomas Laryea 
7917 Kentbury Drive 


Geoffrey Sharpe and Laurel Hatt 
7919 Kentbury Drive 


Patrick Kanold and Judy Tso 
7921 Kentbury Drive 


William and Ann Dansie 
8003 Kentbury Drive 


Robert Haddad 
8005 Kentbury Drive 


Cc: Michael Madden, Purple Line Project Manager, Md. Transit Administration 
Christopher Van Hollen, U.S. Representative, Md. 8" Congressional Dist. 
Richard S. Madaleno, Md. State Senator, District 18 
Sheila C. McDonald, Executive Secretary, Md. Board of Public Works 
Ike Leggett, Montgomery County Executive 
Roger Berliner, Montgomery County Councilmember, District 1 
Arthur Holmes, Director, Montgomery County DOT 
Francoise Carrier, Chair, Montgomery County Planning Board 
Thomas Autrey, Montgomery County Planning Department 
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Email Address : deborahbelsky@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear Governor, 
Please see my attached letter in regard to the Purple Line. 
Very sincerely, 
Deborah S. Belsky, MD MPH 





301 Wayne Place 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
October 18, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street — Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


Dear Governor, 


In looking toward what some call “smart growth” and urban transit planning, the public health is left out 
of the discussion. What does public health have to do with the Purple Line as currently envisioned? 


Public health deals with visual impact on neighborhoods, crowding, safety of pedestrians, quality of life, 
access to quiet and peaceful surroundings within neighborhoods and for schools, the impact of noise on 
hearing and stress, permanent transformation from suburban to urban life, environmental impacts on 
waterways and the natural surroundings, exercise trails and the natural environment, etc. 


The Purple Line planning has entered into a phase that seems unlikely to be halted no matter the 
concerns that have been raised throughout the process by the citizens that are most deeply affected by 
its impact. The Park Hills Civic Association has done everything possible to point out flawed analyses in 
terms of ridership in the Wayne Avenue area and other concerns during the planning phase but, 
unfortunately, despite countless hours of meetings, preparation, and discussion, the Purple Line seems 
to be moving forward down the track toward construction. The Park Hills Civic Association and 
Evanswood Citizens Association understand that reality and are doing everything feasibly possible to 
ensure the best possible outcome despite fundamentally in opposition to the light rail “solution”. 


Despite its extraordinary, unprecedented cost for a small area of use, despite its environmental impacts, 
Montgomery County with your support is headed toward the future with an expensive, yet antiquated 
light rail system with overhead wires as the solution to rapid transit woes in Montgomery County. For 
the price tag of a few miles of rapid transit light rail, Montgomery County could finance rapid bus transit 
throughout the entire county with clean energy buses. 


Has anyone priced out what it would cost to ride the light rail system and keep it sustainable? Has 
anyone tried to do a public health impact analysis? 


It is critical that the public health consequences of this light rail decision for Montgomery County be 
included in the analysis: 1,000,000 users of the Crescent Trail’ annually will no longer benefit from the 
relatively serene tree canopy and trail to improve health and wellness throughout the year. Surfaces 
protected by tree canopy may provide 20-45 degrees Fahrenheit reduction in temperature than the 
peak temperatures of unshaded materials offering direct protection against heat illness. Let us not 
forget the obesity epidemic leading to increased chronic disease burdens and health care costs. Noise 
and vibration will permanently impact surrounding neighborhoods within 500 feet of the light rail 


system, a stress that undoubtedly impacts numerous families who have lived in those communities for 
many years. The visual aesthetic transformation from tree covered suburban to urban living with 
overhead wires impacts wellness. Elevated stress hormones are linked to heart attack, cancer, and 
diabetes. 


Simpler solutions are often better than complicated ones. While many individuals have placed their 
political and economic futures on the Purple Line as a light rail system, arguably, there are more 
economical, quieter, less impactful methods of solving the East West corridor transit dilemma. Why not 
invest in a Red Line that becomes a Circle Line connecting Silver Spring to Bethesda underground? Why 
not invest in rapid transit buses that can be reassigned over years to come to mirror movements in 
citizen density? Why not consider the health and well-being of the citizens of the County and State for 
the long term? And why not consider an alternative that will not cost the citizens of the State so many 
transit dollars for so few miles and so many deleterious public health consequences. 


Your kind and serious consideration of these points are appreciated. 


Respectfully, 


Deborah S. Belsky, MD MPH 


(in a personal capacity) 


‘Capital Crescent Trail/Georgetown Branch Trail Survey Report May 2007 


*Akbari, H., D. Kurn, et al. 1997. Peak power and cooling energy savings of shade trees. Energy and 
Buildings 25:139-148. 


Cc: 


Councilmember, Valerie Ervin: Councilmember.ervin@montgomerycountymd.gov 


County Executive, Isiah Leggett: ocemail@montgomerycountymd.gov 


State Delegate, Sheila Hixson: sheila.hixson.annapolis @house.state.md.us 





State Delegate, Tom Hucker: tom.hucker@house.state.md.us 





State Delegate, Heather Mizeur: heather.mizeur@house.state.md.us 





State Senator, Jamie Raskin: jamie.raskin @senate.state.md.us 
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Sandie 
Deighton 
SandieLee322@gmail.com 


| would like to refresh everyone’s memory that fifty years ago, there was 
a movement to pave the C&O Canal to build a road for commuters. 
Thanks in large part to Justice William Douglas, today we have the C&O 
Canal Towpath. We are again faced with loosing an irreplaceable 
natural resource to transportation development. What Douglas said in 
1954 is equally relevant today referring to the Capital Crescent Trail: "It 
is a refuge, a place of retreat, a long stretch of quiet and peace at the 
Capitol's back door — a wilderness area where man can be alone with 
his thoughts, a sanctuary where he can commune with God and nature, 
a place not yet marred by the roar of wheels and the sound of horns." 
Like Douglas, | challenge Purple Line Decision makers to personally 
walk the Capital Crescent Trail for a first hand experience of what could 
be lost. 
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The FEIS is huge and very technical. The public was given an 
inadequate 

amount of time to try and review and digest it. Therefore, my comments 
are 

focused on the portion of the Purple Line that would be constructed 
between 

Bethesda and Silver Spring, and limited to only a few aspects. 


1) THE FEIS fails to acknowledge that the right-of-way on which the 
Purple 

Line will be constructed currently is an operating park used by 
thousands 

each week and including hundreds of acres of trees. Many birds and 
other 

wildlife live there; migrating birds use it as a green flyway. The FEIS 
does not, as it should, properly account for the loss of all of those 

trees, which the MTA has repeatedly acknowledged will be the case and 
the 

resulting impact on wildlife. Indeed, the FEIS mischaracterizes the 
right-of-way as a former railroad which will be only minimally affected. In 
actuality, the right-of-way has not been a railroad for decades. Even 
when 

it was, it consisted of a single track down the middle of the area with 
berms on either side which were covered with trees. The Purple Line will 
consist of a double track and overhead power lines, and possibly some 
version of a hiker-biker trail between Bethesda and Silver Spring. The 
right-of-way for a good portion of this part of the Purple Line is only 60 
feet wide. Even after construction is completed (during which all trees 
will come down), there will be no room for any replacement trees. 


The full impacts of the construction of the Purple Line on residents along 
the Purple Line and on tree canopy and wildlife habitat is further 
underestimated because the terrain along much of the area drops off 
sharply 

and will need to be filled and then “retained”. As the engineering work 
has 

not been done, the FEIS conveniently ignores the additional loss of tree 
canopy that will be necessary to construct retaining walls. Even without 
doing a full engineering study, estimates could have been developed to 
reflect these additional losses. 


The FEIS should be corrected to properly acknowledge the loss of this 
very 
valuable urban forest. 


2. The FEIS does not adequately address the degradation of wetlands 
and 

waterways. For example, between Bethesda and East-West highway 
there are 

perennial springs and enough accumulation to have a “stream” 


perennially 

flowing along the current Capital Crescent Trail. Water from this area 
drains south into adjacent properties and provides some of the water in 
Coquelin Run. 


3. The FEIS does not acknowledge the impact on traffic that construction 
of 

the Purple Line will have. The FEIS states that 100,000 new jobs will be 
created as a direct consequence of building the Purple Line. It also 
states 

that 60,000 rides will be taken on the line daily. This is “rides”, not 
“riders”. Hence, if one assumes that all riders are coming to Bethesda 

1 (which of course they would not be), and one further assumes (quite 
reasonably) that a rider would need to make a round trip, then we are 
talking about 30,000 riders. 100,000 new jobs and 30,000 riders’ means 
there would be 70,000 more people coming to Bethesda on the roads. A 
traffic nightmare. The MTA has repeatedly refused to provide an 
explanation 

of how their ridership numbers were derived; many consider them to be 
a 

gross overestimate. 


The FEIS should provide a clear explanation of how ridership estimates 
5 were 

derived and not hide behind “proprietary software” claims. And it should 
acknowledge that it will not alleviate transportation issues but actually 
exacerbate them. 


4) Construction of the Purple Line between Bethesda and Silver Spring 
will 

permanently divide long established neighborhoods. No crossing paths 
are 

being provided to allow neighbors on opposite sides of the track to reach 
each other. No crossings will be provided so that the many school 
children 

who currently cross the Trail to reach their schools can do so. This will 
put those children on narrow sidewalks along busy highways — not a 
safe 

solution. It is anticipated that many children will attempt to cross Purple 
Line tracks to avoid the much longer routes along the busy highways. 
Also 

not a safe solution. 
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5) The FEIS does not adequately describe or account for the noise and 
vibration that residents whose property abuts the Trail will be subjected 
to. In meetings with some residents, the MTA has acknowledged that 
E.10 decibel ; : — ; 
: levels will be high, but this is glossed over in the FEIS. No adequate 
study of vibration appears to have been done. 


This project has been an ill-conceived project from the first. It has been 
politically driven. If built, it will fail as a transportation system for 
B.1 


sO many reasons. It will have many negative impacts, destruction of 
urban 

forest and wildlife habitat, degradation of wetlands, degradation of 
quality of life for all of those who live along it, loss of property and 
businesses for many along it. This boondoggle of a project should not 
be 

built. The current FEIS does not correctly represent the negative impacts 
of the project. 


Sincerely, 


Deborah Ingram 
4411 Elm St. 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


Resident of this address for 26 years. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #824 DETAIL 








First Name : Joann 
Last Name : Cameron 
Email Address : a2zestatesales@gmail.com 
Submission Content/Notes : i am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 
block distant from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation site. | 
Hl to ask that *MTA **keep OPEN the issue of what to do about the 
ower 


Substation on Wayne’. It's not just us residents, but the County as well, 
that will benefit from preserving the character of our neighborhood by 
assuring a Substation location/design that's compatible with our area." 
Joann Cameron 

604 Woodside Parkway 

Silver Spring MD 20910 


Joann Cameron 
“Accredited Member, International Society of Appraisers* 
*A2Z Estate and Appraisal Services* 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #825 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


E.12 


Prem 
Subramanian 
neuroeyemd@me.com 


Dear Sir/Madam: 

These comments are specifically directed at the projected impact of the 
proposed rail line in the area between downtown Silver Spring and the 
planned tunnel at Manchester Road, just east of Sligo Creek Parkway. | 
am a resident of the neighborhood and have lived here for over 15 
years. | am thus very familiar with the area both before and after the 
development in the area surrounding the Silver Spring metro station. 


1. The power substation that is planned for the area of Wayne and 
Cloverfield Rd will have a tremendous and detrimental visual and 
structural impact. The proposed building will be out of scale to 
surrounding homes. Its patently industrial appearance, including high 
fencing and a broad driveway for vehicle access, will be completely out 
of character for a single family residential neighborhood. Of note, there 
is no other substation along the route that will be placed in a such an 
inappropriate community context. Alternatives, including burying the 
substation or placing smaller substations at the Wayne Ave garage and 
near the elementary/middle school areas (both properties have the scale 
to absorb the visual impact of these structures much more readily) 
should be considered very seriously. This lack of consideration in the 
FEIS constitutes a major deficiency in the study. 

2. The construction plan calls for moving the Sligo Creek streambed 
from its current location. The Sligo Creek watershed already suffers from 
excessive runoff created by the urbanization of the Silver Spring 
downtown area with loss of green space and construction of high density 
units. Construction runoff into the waterway has resulted in increased 
levels of pollution. To disturb this already fragile ecosystem, which 
includes a key tributary of the Anacostia Watershed (itself in a constantly 
perilous condition), is to create a serious negative impact on the 
environment that Is not being mitigated in any way. 

3. The FEIS pays little or no attention to the increased vehicular 
emissions and air pollution that will be generated by the rail line 
occupying lanes of traffic that serve as one of the only east-west routes 
inside the Beltway. Master plans in Montgomery County have by design 
inhibited east-west automobile travel, and this system will create a huge 
negative impact that will not only impede vehicular traffic but contribute 
negatively to air quality. Since the rail line is not projected to remove any 
vehicles from the road, the negative air quality impact must be 
considered further, and alternatives such as placing the entire system 
underground, despite construction costs, should be explored seriously. 


Thank you for your time and attention. 
Prem Subramanian 

500 Dartmouth Ave 

Silver Spring MD 20910 


Sent from my iPad 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #826 DETAIL 








First Name : Pamela 
Last Name : Esterson 
Email Address : pamelaesterson@yahoo.co.uk 


Submission Content/Notes : To lose the Capital Crescent Trail would rob the Bethesda/Chevy Chase 
neighbourhood of one the last bastions of serenity and sanity in the 
area. While | am all for increased public transport for the area, surely it is 

1 more cost effective to improve upon the exisiting Metro and Metrobus 
system rather than destroying a beautiful natural space, enjoyed by so 
many. The Purple Line's proposed building at Chevy Chase Lake is 

3 particularly abhorrent, and | cannot fathom how any sane city planner 

can expect the area to maintain the additional housing and traffic burden 

that would ensue should the existing plans be allowed to go through. 


2 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #827 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Richard 
Rind 
rcrind@netscape.net 


We are residents of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood. We are 
writing to ask that MTA KEEP OPEN THE ISSUE OF WHAT TO DO 
ABOUT THE POWER SUBSTATION ON WAYNE AVENUE in Silver 
Spring until a reasonable solution can be worked out that is compatible 
with our neighborhood environment. We are concerned that the 
character of our neighborhood will be compromised by the proposed 
above-ground structure, as well as the property values of the 
surrounding homes. This is a neighborhood of family homes, not a 
business district, not an industrial park. 


Therefore, we respectfully request that you keep working on this issue 
until a solution is found that is satisfactory to the residents of this 
community. 


Thank you. 
Richard and Joan Rind 


315 Ellsworth Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #828 DETAIL 





First Name : Steven 
Last Name : Versteeg 
Email Address : SVERSTEE@GMAIL.COM 


Submission Content/Notes : The Capital Crescent Trail for bicycling and the green spaces are what 
attracted me to purchase a house in this area. This is a resource that 
cannot be replaced. | do not believe that the plans to try to 
accommodate a bicycle path with the noise that the train creates will be 

viable alternative and will force bicyclists onto the busy roads. This is a 
decision that will adversely affect generations in the future at time that 
we are trying to increase the health of our citizens through exercise. 
Please reconsider your plans and allow this trail to remain as it is. 


Sincerely, 


Steven Versteeg 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #829 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Laura 

Foradori 
lforadori@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Laura Foradori 


7303 Glenside Dr 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #830 DETAIL 








First Name : Gabriela 
Last Name : Pérez Baez 
Email Address : liagabyan@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : In this day in age, there is nothing that justifies the destruction of nature. 
Destroying 20 acres of wonderful, mature trees, and therefore the 
habitat they offer the local wildlife, is inadmissible. 


| am not against public transportation. In fact, |am a strong advocate for 
public transportation, and | commute by public transportation to work on 
a regular basis. | think that the DC area sorely needs better public 
transportation. However, public transportation needs to be done ina 
smart way, and decisions need to obey the needs of the community, not 
C1 the needs of developers. 


There are many alternatives to running the purple line on the 
Georgetown Branch Trail. For instance, the train could be run on existing 
streets. It could even be run on East West Highway. A bus lane only on 
East West Highway as was done in many avenues in Mexico City to 
great success, could ease congestion quite cheaply. In fact, simply 
improving the very deficient bus service on the J1, J2, J3, J4 and Ride 
On 1 and 11 lines (did you know that every morning one has to wait for 
1-4 out of service buses before one active bus comes by’). 


I 3 
a N ' 


You don't need to destroy the beautiful trees along the Georgetown 
Branch Trail. You can preserve them, and preserve the quality of life that 
it offers to Bethesda and Chevy Chase residents. All you need to do is 
Al be smart and listen to those who matter. Don't sell yourselves to the 
developers. 


tH 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #831 DETAIL 








First Name : Antoine 
Last Name : Dunn 
Email Address : antoinedunn@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Put the purple line under ground where it belongs. Use congestion 
pricing on major arteries during rush hour to finance it (old georgetown, 
connecticut, 16th, georgia, colesville, etc..). 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #832 DETAIL 





First Name : JoAnn 
Last Name : Lamphere 
Email Address : jolamphere@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : As a 20 year resident of downtown Bethesda, | remain gravely 
concerned about the environmental impact of the proposed Purple Line. 
| do not believe that the public benefit of an uncertain ridership will ever 

be worth more than the value of what will be lost when the Capital 
Crescent Trail, in its current form, is wrecked. The Capital Crescent Trail 
is an immeasurable benefit to the health and well-being of lower 

Montgomery County residents. Recreation, clean air, trees, exercise, 
family time, etc. -- all lost in the never ending quest for more 
development and county revenue. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #833 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jeff 

Boswell 
jboswell@washingtoncitypaper.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jeff Boswell 


1843 Irving St. NW 
Washington, DC 20010 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #834 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Dan 

Herlihy 
Dan_herlihy@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Dan Herlihy 


1704 35th street nw 
Washington, DC 20007 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #835 DETAIL 








First Name : renee 
Last Name : panagos 
Email Address : rpanagos@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please do not use the capital crescent trail for any sort of rail or 
motorized transit. Continuing its use of it for bicycle commuters and 
C3 other recreational activities is a wiser use of this natural resource. Once 
; it is paved over, it cannot be reversed. 


The noise, the loss of wildlife habitat, the dispruption to the "biker 
beltway” is just silliness! 


l Please do not succumb! 
Please consider Jones Bridge Road by Bethesda Naval Hospital as an 


5 alt route. Please use already existing roads. OR please think Long 
Term and make the purple line an under-ground train. 


Thank you for your consideration. 


Renee Panagos 301-664-9621 rpanagos@gmail.com 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #836 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Catherine 

Chatfield 
mystic1994@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Catherine Chatfield 


3115 Helsel Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20906 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #837 DETAIL 





Email Address : joyceliza@aol.com 





Submission Content/Notes : To: FEISCOMMENT PurpleLine and the Final Environmental 


Impact Statement (FEIS) 

Cc: Councilmember, Valerie Ervin 
County Executive, Isiah Leggett 

State Delegate, Sheila Hixson 

State Delegate, Tom Hucker 

State Delegate, Heather Mizeur 

State Senator, Jamie Raskin 


Re: FEISCOMMENT : Comments about the Purple Line and the 
Final Environmental ImpactStatement (FEIS) 
From: JoyceNalewajk & Steve Feigenbaum, 


downtown Silver Spring business owners, residents & property owners 
Date: October20, 2013 


My husband, SteveFeigenbaum, and | (Joyce Nalewajk) live, work, and 
for the past 30 years, haveowned two businesses in downtown Silver 
Spring. Our business offices are located off of Spring Street. Ourhouse 
is on Queen Annes Drive, backing up against the houses on Wayne 
Avenue,in front of which the Purple Line would run. We love being in 
walking distance to everything the downtownSilver Spring has to offer, 
including a stop for DC’s wonderful Metrorail system. Our employees 
love the fact that ouroffices are accessible by Metrorail and by bus. 


When Metro was firstcreated, the initial lines radiated out from a central 
Washington DC core, muchlike spokes in a bicycle wheel. The 
visionaries responsible for Metro likely assumed that someday, 
thespokes would be connected by new lines: rings running east-west, 
north south,as population and transportation needs arose. That's what 
subway systems in living, breathing, growingcities do — they grow and 
evolve with the city over generations. Subway systemsin major cities 
worldwide — from New York to Paris —continue to add new linesto serve 
new needs. Washington’sMetro is also continuing to grow: to serve its 
expanding transportation needs,the state of Virginia is building a new 
Metrorail line — the Silver Line. By adding on to Washington’ world- 
classsystem, Virginia has ensured that it will share in our Capital City’s 
successfor centuries to come. 


But Maryland hasshort-sightedly decided to do things on the cheap. 
Instead of building a new subway rail line — a Purple Line that would 
directly tie into one of the world’s best subway systems and 
tunnelunderground to leave Silver Spring’ s stable middle-class 


residentialneighbor instead decided to build a 
“new” ‘lightrail/troll ere has been talk of Maryland 
establishing other ° ’\transportation lines: dedicated 


bus lanes, and additional light rail. So, while Virginia takes a long- 
termperspective and decides to tie its growth into DC’s, and tie its 
growing transportation needs into Metro,Maryland has decided to play it 
cheap and build a spagetti tangle of differentkinds of public 
transportation lines that would only superficially connect toMetro via 
stop. Travellers do notlike to transfer between transportation systems. 


Worse yet, Maryland hasdecided to be even cheaper and fund the light- 
rail Purple Line with an unprovenand unprecedented public-private 
partnership. Since public transportation has never proven profitable, this 
is doomed tofailure. To attempt to achieveprofitability, the proposed 
Purple Line’s private partners will undoubtedlysacrifice both public safety 
and aesthetics. In comparison, Silver Spring’s ill-fated 
TransportationCenter, still unopened and plagued by construction 
problems, public safetyissues, lawsuits and cost overruns, will look like a 
major, efficient success. 


This new Purple Linelight rail system would run at grade along Wayne 
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Attachments : 


Avenue, the main artery inSeven Oaks-Evanswood, a near-century-old, 
civic-minded, crime-free,hard-working, middle-class neighborhood of 
diverse single family homes indowntown Silver Spring. The noise and 
disruption of this on-grade line willinevitably cause homeowners to sell 
their homes to speculators. Speculatorswill not maintain them and will 
press for the residentially zoned area to berezoned for high-density or 
commercial construction. This will create commercial sprawl, siphoning 
business fromthe commercial core of downtown Silver Spring — which is 
NOT yet that stable,despite the millions of dollars and dozens of years 
that have been invested init. 


What do we suggest /request? 


Please reconsider thePurple line: it is not too late to re-envision it as a 
tunneled, Metro railline — not as light rail. 


If the politicalpowers-that-be refuse to waiver from light rail, then tunnel 
the light railline UNDER Wayne Avenue. Runningit on grade will both 
disrupt downtown Silver Spring’s residential community,which has 
served as the glue to stabilize all of downtown Silver Spring duringthat 
area’s most troubled years, AND it will undermine the 
Ongoingrevitalization of downtown Silver Spring’s commercial core, by 
encouragingcommercial sprawl along the on-grade rail line. 


Finally, we ask that youdismiss the idea of a public-private partnership to 
construct and run thePurple Line. This will create a nightmare for 
Maryland for far more than the30-year term of the proposed unique 
contract. Construction and safety problems,fraud, cost overruns, 
lawsuits, and economic and/or social damage to all of thecommunities 
along the rail-line are not only possible but likely. 


Virigina is thinkinglong-term, and putting up the money to tie its long- 
term prosperity, viaMetrorail, with that of Washington DC. It is putting up 
the money to protect the future needs of both itscitizens and its business 
community. 


In contrast, Maryland isdoing things on the cheap, creating a diverse 
jumble of transportation linesthat will be difficult to navigate for people 
who want direct access toMetrorail and Washington DC. Noone likes to 
transfer among different forms oftransportation — when given a choice 
between located on Metrorail, or beinglocated on another form of 
transportation from which you need to transfer toMetrorail, most 
businesses and individuals will choose Metrorail. Which means,that 
most would choose Virginia over Maryland. By constructing the Purple 
Lineon the cheap, Maryland is diminishing its attractiveness to 
businesses andresidents, and permanently undermining the state’s 
future growth. For a quality future, Maryland needs toinvest substantially 
in public transportation that will serve and protect itscitizens and 
convenience its businesses. If Maryland continues to work on thecheap, 
it will get what it pays for. 


Best regards. 


Joyce Nalewajk 

Steve Feigenbaum 

8418 Queen Annes Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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To: FEIS COMMENT Purple Line and the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
(FEIS) 
Cc: Councilmember, Valerie Ervin 
County Executive, Isiah Leggett 
State Delegate, Sheila Hixson 
State Delegate, Tom Hucker 
State Delegate, Heather Mizeur 
State Senator, Jamie Raskin 


Re: FEISS COMMENT: Comments about the Purple Line and the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (FEIS) 

From: Joyce Nalewajk & Steve Feigenbaum, 
downtown Silver Spring business owners, & residents & property owners 

Date: October 20, 2013 


My husband, Steve Feigenbaum, and I (Joyce Nalewajk) live, work, and for the past 30 years, 
have owned two businesses in downtown Silver Spring. Our business offices are located off of 
Spring Street. Our house is on Queen Annes Drive, backing up against the houses on Wayne 
Avenue, in front of which the Purple Line would run. We love being in walking distance to 
everything the downtown Silver Spring has to offer, including a stop for DC’s wonderful 
Metrorail system. Our employees love the fact that our offices are accessible by Metrorail and 
by bus. 


When Metro was first created, the initial lines radiated out from a central Washington DC core, 
much like spokes in a bicycle wheel. The visionaries responsible for Metro likely assumed that 
someday, the spokes would be connected by new lines: rings running east-west, north south, as 
population and transportation needs arose. That’s what subway systems in living, breathing, 
growing cities do — they grow and evolve with the city over generations. Subway systems in 
major cities worldwide — from New York to Paris —continue to add new lines to serve new 
needs. Washington’s Metro is also continuing to grow: to serve its expanding transportation 
needs, the state of Virginia is building a new Metrorail line — the Silver Line. By adding on to 
Washington’ world-class system, Virginia has ensured that it will share in our Capital City’s 
success for centuries to come. 


But Maryland has short-sightedly decided to do things on the cheap. Instead of building anew 
subway rail line — a Purple Line — that would directly tie into one of the world’s best subway 
systems and tunnel underground to leave Silver Spring’s stable middle-class residential 
neighborhoods undisturbed, it’s instead decided to build a “new” “light rail /trolley” system. 
Recently, there has been talk of Maryland establishing other “cheap” (“cost-effective”) 
transportation lines: dedicated bus lanes, and additional light rail. So, while Virginia takes a 
long-term perspective and decides to tie its growth into DC’s, and tie its growing 
transportation needs into Metro, Maryland has decided to play it cheap and build a spagetti 
tangle of different kinds of public transportation lines that would only superficially connect to 
Metro via stop. Travellers do not like to transfer between transportation systems. 


Worse yet, Maryland has decided to be even cheaper and fund the light-rail Purple Line with an 
unproven and unprecedented public-private partnership. Since public transportation has never 
proven profitable, this is doomed to failure. To attempt to achieve profitability, the proposed 
Purple Line’s private partners will undoubtedly sacrifice both public safety and aesthetics. In 
comparison, Silver Spring’s ill-fated Transportation Center, still unopened and plagued by 
construction problems, public safety issues, lawsuits and cost overruns, will look like a major, 
efficient success. 


This new Purple Line light rail system would run at grade along Wayne Avenue, the main 
artery in Seven Oaks-Evanswood, a near-century-old, civic-minded, crime-free, hard-working, 
middle-class neighborhood of diverse single family homes in downtown Silver Spring. The 
noise and disruption of this on-grade line will inevitably cause homeowners to sell their homes 
to speculators. Speculators will not maintain them and will press for the residentially zoned 
area to be rezoned for high-density or commercial construction. This will create commercial 
sprawl, siphoning business from the commercial core of downtown Silver Spring — which is 
NOT yet that stable, despite the millions of dollars and dozens of years that have been invested 
in it. 


What do we suggest / request? 


Please reconsider the Purple line: it is not too late to re-envision it as a tunneled, Metro rail line 
— not as light rail. 


If the political powers-that-be refuse to waiver from light rail, then tunnel the light rail line 
UNDER Wayne Avenue. Running it on grade will both disrupt downtown Silver Spring’s 
residential community, which has served as the glue to stabilize all of downtown Silver Spring 
during that area’s most troubled years, AND it will undermine the ongoing revitalization of 
downtown Silver Spring’s commercial core, by encouraging commercial sprawl along the on- 
grade rail line. 


Finally, we ask that you dismiss the idea of a public-private partnership to construct and run 
the Purple Line. This will create a nightmare for Maryland for far more than the 30-year term of 
the proposed unique contract. Construction and safety problems, fraud, cost overruns, lawsuits, 
and economic and/or social damage to all of the communities along the rail-line are not only 
possible but likely. 


Virigina is thinking long-term, and putting up the money to tie its long-term prosperity, via 
Metrorail, with that of Washington DC. It is putting up the money to protect the future needs of 
both its citizens and its business community. 


In contrast, Maryland is doing things on the cheap, creating a diverse jumble of transportation 
lines that will be difficult to navigate for people who want direct access to Metrorail and 
Washington DC. Noone likes to transfer among different forms of transportation — when given a 
choice between located on Metrorail, or being located on another form of transportation from 
which you need to transfer to Metrorail, most businesses and individuals will choose Metrorail. 
Which means, that most would choose Virginia over Maryland. By constructing the Purple Line 
on the cheap, Maryland is diminishing its attractiveness to businesses and residents, and 
permanently undermining the state’s future growth. For a quality future, Maryland needs to 
invest substantially in public transportation that will serve and protect its citizens and 
convenience its business. If Maryland continues to work on the cheap, it will get what it pays 
for. 


Best regards. 


Joyce Nalewajk 

Steve Feigenbaum 

8418 Queen Annes Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 


To: FEIS COMMENT Purple Line and the Final Environmental Impact Statement 
(FEIS) 
Cc: Councilmember, Valerie Ervin 
County Executive, Isiah Leggett 
State Delegate, Sheila Hixson 
State Delegate, Tom Hucker 
State Delegate, Heather Mizeur 
State Senator, Jamie Raskin 


Re: FEISS COMMENT: Comments about the Purple Line and the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement (FEIS) 

From: Joyce Nalewajk & Steve Feigenbaum, 
downtown Silver Spring business owners, & residents & property owners 

Date: October 20, 2013 


My husband, Steve Feigenbaum, and I (Joyce Nalewajk) live, work, and for the past 30 years, 
have owned two businesses in downtown Silver Spring. Our business offices are located off of 
Spring Street. Our house is on Queen Annes Drive, backing up against the houses on Wayne 
Avenue, in front of which the Purple Line would run. We love being in walking distance to 
everything the downtown Silver Spring has to offer, including a stop for DC’s wonderful 
Metrorail system. Our employees love the fact that our offices are accessible by Metrorail and 
by bus. 


When Metro was first created, the initial lines radiated out from a central Washington DC core, 
much like spokes in a bicycle wheel. The visionaries responsible for Metro likely assumed that 
someday, the spokes would be connected by new lines: rings running east-west, north south, as 
population and transportation needs arose. That’s what subway systems in living, breathing, 
growing cities do — they grow and evolve with the city over generations. Subway systems in 
major cities worldwide — from New York to Paris —continue to add new lines to serve new 
needs. Washington’s Metro is also continuing to grow: to serve its expanding transportation 
needs, the state of Virginia is building a new Metrorail line — the Silver Line. By adding on to 
Washington’ world-class system, Virginia has ensured that it will share in our Capital City’s 
success for centuries to come. 


But Maryland has short-sightedly decided to do things on the cheap. Instead of building anew 
subway rail line — a Purple Line — that would directly tie into one of the world’s best subway 
systems and tunnel underground to leave Silver Spring’s stable middle-class residential 
neighborhoods undisturbed, it’s instead decided to build a “new” “light rail /trolley” system. 
Recently, there has been talk of Maryland establishing other “cheap” (“cost-effective”) 
transportation lines: dedicated bus lanes, and additional light rail. So, while Virginia takes a 
long-term perspective and decides to tie its growth into DC’s, and tie its growing 
transportation needs into Metro, Maryland has decided to play it cheap and build a spagetti 
tangle of different kinds of public transportation lines that would only superficially connect to 
Metro via stop. Travellers do not like to transfer between transportation systems. 


Worse yet, Maryland has decided to be even cheaper and fund the light-rail Purple Line with an 
unproven and unprecedented public-private partnership. Since public transportation has never 
proven profitable, this is doomed to failure. To attempt to achieve profitability, the proposed 
Purple Line’s private partners will undoubtedly sacrifice both public safety and aesthetics. In 
comparison, Silver Spring’s ill-fated Transportation Center, still unopened and plagued by 
construction problems, public safety issues, lawsuits and cost overruns, will look like a major, 
efficient success. 


This new Purple Line light rail system would run at grade along Wayne Avenue, the main 
artery in Seven Oaks-Evanswood, a near-century-old, civic-minded, crime-free, hard-working, 
middle-class neighborhood of diverse single family homes in downtown Silver Spring. The 
noise and disruption of this on-grade line will inevitably cause homeowners to sell their homes 
to speculators. Speculators will not maintain them and will press for the residentially zoned 
area to be rezoned for high-density or commercial construction. This will create commercial 
sprawl, siphoning business from the commercial core of downtown Silver Spring — which is 
NOT yet that stable, despite the millions of dollars and dozens of years that have been invested 
in it. 


What do we suggest / request? 


Please reconsider the Purple line: it is not too late to re-envision it as a tunneled, Metro rail line 
— not as light rail. 


If the political powers-that-be refuse to waiver from light rail, then tunnel the light rail line 
UNDER Wayne Avenue. Running it on grade will both disrupt downtown Silver Spring’s 
residential community, which has served as the glue to stabilize all of downtown Silver Spring 
during that area’s most troubled years, AND it will undermine the ongoing revitalization of 
downtown Silver Spring’s commercial core, by encouraging commercial sprawl along the on- 
grade rail line. 


Finally, we ask that you dismiss the idea of a public-private partnership to construct and run 
the Purple Line. This will create a nightmare for Maryland for far more than the 30-year term of 
the proposed unique contract. Construction and safety problems, fraud, cost overruns, lawsuits, 
and economic and/or social damage to all of the communities along the rail-line are not only 
possible but likely. 


Virigina is thinking long-term, and putting up the money to tie its long-term prosperity, via 
Metrorail, with that of Washington DC. It is putting up the money to protect the future needs of 
both its citizens and its business community. 


In contrast, Maryland is doing things on the cheap, creating a diverse jumble of transportation 
lines that will be difficult to navigate for people who want direct access to Metrorail and 
Washington DC. Noone likes to transfer among different forms of transportation — when given a 
choice between located on Metrorail, or being located on another form of transportation from 
which you need to transfer to Metrorail, most businesses and individuals will choose Metrorail. 
Which means, that most would choose Virginia over Maryland. By constructing the Purple Line 
on the cheap, Maryland is diminishing its attractiveness to businesses and residents, and 
permanently undermining the state’s future growth. For a quality future, Maryland needs to 
invest substantially in public transportation that will serve and protect its citizens and 
convenience its business. If Maryland continues to work on the cheap, it will get what it pays 
for. 


Best regards. 


Joyce Nalewajk 

Steve Feigenbaum 

8418 Queen Annes Drive 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #838 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


warren 
chan 
warrenchan@yahoo.com 
To those concerned, 


After reviewing the FEIS document, | am writing to express my 
opposition to the proposed Purple Line (PL) route'’s proposed use of the 
Capital Crescent Trail (CCT). This proposed use of the CCT has 
ignored the gross impact that the trains would have on the recreational 
use of the CCT and the disruption to nature living on the CCT and 
people living in neighboring homes. 


| am a resident of Bethesda and like my neighbors, | use the CCT almost 
daily for jogging, biking and hikes. The CCT is a rare and irreplaceable 
greenway in an urbanized corridor between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 
Routing the PL onto this narrow trail will destroy its viability as a 
greenway and its recreational use with light rail trains passing by at up to 
50mph. 


Other cities such as New York City with its High Line and Chicago with 
its lake front trails recognize that greenways in these urban expanses 
are essential to the quality of life and make cities more desirable, livable 
and valuable. This thinking must be adopted in preserving the CCT. 


For those not familiar with the uniqueness of the CCT, | have attached a 
photo which | took in September while jogging of a deer on the CCT 
near Bethesda on a sunny weekday morning. How can we even think of 
putting trains on this narrow trail! The trains will disrupt nature and the 
lives of those living along the CCT. 


Again, | am opposed to routing the PL along the CCT and urge that 
other options be used. 


Sincerely, 


Warren Chan 

















Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #839 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Gary 

Stern 
Gary.stern@veriZon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Gary Stern 


7112 Poplar Avenue 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #840 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


John 

Farrell-Kendrick 
Jjfkendrick@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
John Farrell-Kendrick 


4671 34th sts 
Arlington, VA 22206 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #841 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Collin 

Magnetti 
collin2985@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Collin Magnetti 


815 Thayer ave apartment 1608 
silver spring, MD 20910 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Maureen 
Jais-Mick 
jaismick1@verizon.net 


Like many other trail users, | am not in favor of denuding the tree 
canopy, nor of having the noise of 200 trains per day running in what 
has been a recreation area for the past two decades. But | am also 
skeptical of the alleged public-private "partnership," in which the public 
(me) promises to pay back the private (developers and commercial 
interests) for their investment. Not much of a partnership - more like a 
loan. And based on my research on other light rail systems in the United 
States, it is a sure thing that the system will require an annual support 
payment from the State/County, which will be taken from other 
transportation projects. And finally, the development that will inevitably 
occur along the light rail line will, based on the history of Metro, take 
housing our of the financial range of many of those in the workforce. 
They will simply be priced out of the area where they now live. 


The Purple Line, as it claims more land, more property, and increases in 
cost with every new report, needs to be seriously re-evaluated and 
perhaps cancelled. 


Sincerely, 

Maureen Jais-Mick 
7017 Exfair Road 
Bethesda MD 20814 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #843 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Russell 
Deighton 
russell@roofsolution.com 


| use the trail every week either to commute by bicycle or to get away 
from the noise of the roads with my family. My biggest concern with the 
Purple line is the noise and frequency of the trains. | have always 
though of the trail as an amazing place to get out of the noisy streets etc. 
By putting a train that will be going by at a high rate of speed it seams to 
defeat the purpose of green space. 


In addition, | have learned there will also be large transformer 
substations along the trail as well. | can only imagine the rumbling and 
humming these will generate. | go by small neighborhood boxes the 
size of a trash can and hear the buzz they make. 


Please don't take away this amazing asset the county has for an 
expensive train track where many other alternative and alternative 
routes are to be had. 


Thank you , 
Russell Deighton 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #844 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


martha 

schmidt 
mgeschmidt@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
martha schmidt 


12211 guinevere rd. 
glenn dale, MD 20769 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #845 DETAIL 








First Name: Barbara 
Last Name : Fendrick 
Email Address : bfendrick@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : To wontenly destroy Montgomery County finest linear park, the Crescent 
Trail, is a disgrace in today's national "Save the Parks" environment. 


My family has used this Trail for many many years, walking, biking, 
talking,and other healthy activites. In the stupifying heat of summer, the 
Crescent Trail is a shady respite. 


DO NOT destroy trees and SAFE recreation. WALKING or biking IS 
: HEALTHY AND WITHOUT NOISE AND COST. 


WHO WILL BENEFIT? DEVELOPERS! BUT NOT THE COMMON 
MAN, YOUR CONSTITUENTS. 


C3, 


It is never too late to think creatively. 


Barbara Fendrick 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #846 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


J 


Julie 

Siegel 
jsiegel88@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Julie Siegel 


6607 Gude Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #847 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Kristen 
Conte 
kcl.conte@gmail.com 


| live on Pershing Drive, roughly one block from the proposed location of 
a 
power substation on Wayne Avenue in downtown Silver Spring. 


| am writing to ask that MTA keep this aspect of its plans for the Purple 
Line open and to continue to research alternative locations and 
alternative 

designs for this substation. Such a large piece of infrastructure should 
not be situated among single family homes. 


Kristen Conte 
klc.conte@gmail.com 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #848 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


John 

Rittenhouse 
ritteya@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
John Rittenhouse 


16110 Bealle Hill rd 
Waldorf, MD 20601 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #849 DETAIL 





First Name : Jack 
Last Name : Detzner 
Email Address : jdetzner@npwdc.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear MTA officials, 


| am writing to ask that you please keep open the issue of the proposed 
power substation on Wayne Avenue in Silver Spring. | understand that a 

decision to keep this issue open will not delay the Purple Line process, 
but it will give everyone the opportunity to review carefully the proposed 
plan and potential alternatives, and to determine a better solution for all 
parties and neighborhoods involved. 


Thank you for your attention to this request, 


Jack Detzner 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #850 DETAIL 





First Name : 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Barbara 
Stob 
barbara.stob@gmail.com 


ra a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 
ome is 

about four blocks from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation 
site. | 

write to ask that *MTA **keep OPEN the issue of what to do about the 
Power 

Substation on Wayne*. It is not just us residents, but the County as 
well, that will benefit from preserving the character of our neighborhood 
by assuring a Substation location/design that's compatible with our area. 


Thank you. 


Barbara Stob 
308 Hamilton Avenue 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #851 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


John 

Butler 
John-Butler@msn.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
John Butler 


6029 Onondaga Rd. 
Bethesda, MD 20816 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #852 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Carrie 

Stokes 
carriestokes@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


As an avid cyclist for both commuting and recreation, | am writing to 

express my support for the Purple Line project because | support the 
accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 

Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless of the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Carrie Stokes 


15 Russell Rd 
Cabin John, MD 20818 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Austin 

Cox 
Austin.Cox@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Austin Cox 


413 Belton Road 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #854 DETAIL 





Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


ceekaye@aol.com 


As a postscript to my note below, sent a short while ago, | understand 
the issue might be closed on Monday and | URGE you to keep this very 
serious matter open so it can be resolved in a satisfactory manner. 
Thank you. 

Cathy Kristiansen (see below for address details) 


----- Original Message----- 

From: ceekaye <ceekaye@aol.com> 

To: FEIS <FEIS@purplelinemd.com> 

Sent: Sun, Oct 20, 2013 10:15 am 

Subject: TPSS planned for Wayne Avenue - PLEASE RECONSIDER!!! 


As a resident of the SOECA neighborhood already greatly disrupted by 
the Purple Line plans, | urge you to refrain from further insult by locating 
a TPSS right in our neighborhood by Wayne Avenue, as planned. 
Please find an alternative location and even then, put it underground. 


Thank you for considering this request. 
Cathy Kristiansen 

729 Dartmouth Avenue 

Silver Spring 

MD 20910 


301-3578-4133 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #855 DETAIL 
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Walt 

Roscello 
wroscello@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Given my travel patterns, | am far more likely to bring myself and my 
dollars to Silver Spring by using the CCT than on Metro, therefore | urge 
that any option considered preserve and complete the CCT corridor. 


Thank you. 
Walt Roscello 


9217 Crescent Lane 
La Plata, MD 20646 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #857 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Linda 
Mathews 
mathewsldm@gmail.com 


The Capital Crescent Trail is one of the DC Metropolitan area's best 
recreational resources. Men, women, and children of all ages use this 
trail for running, walking, and biking. Commuters use the trail, reducing 
the strain on traffic arteries leading from Montgomery County into the 
district. Creating a metro line along the trail is both unnecessary and 
destructive to the natural environment. Please consider a metro route 
that would be even more useful and that would not ruin the environment, 
such as a route from areas already built up, not natural park areas. Why 
not from White Flint to Wheaton? 

Thank you for your consideration, 

Linda Mathews 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #858 DETAIL 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Abigail 
Allen 
abigail.a.allen@gmail.com 


The document on this is flawed. It does not consider the trail an 
important recreation area with its 20 acre forest, an irreplaceable natural 
resource. The trail is an invaluable resource in many of the county 
residents’ lives. 


Another flaw in the document is its failure to recognize the noise 
disturbance a walker, runner or biker will experience alongside trains 
traveling 50mph. The peaceful tranquil setting it is today will be harmfully 
impacted by a train sound 200 times a day. This is what an 
environmental impact statement is supposed to point out, but this one 
doesn't. 


| am one of the many runners who use this trail regularly and take walks 
on it with my family. | am in support of the Purple line, but not when it 
comes at the cost of forest habitat and the tranquility of the Capital 
Crescent Trail. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #859 DETAIL 
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Edward 

Miron 
emiron@mac.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Edward Miron 


8905 Spring Valley Rd 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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Submission Content/Notes : 


Matt 

O'Toole 
mattotoole@letterboxes.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Matt O'Toole 


11916 Gainsborough Rd 
Potomac, MD 20854 
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E.9 


Nn bo to 


Joyce 
Sperling 
sperlingjoyce@yahoo.com 


Dear FEIS, 

Please devote more serious study to the environmental impact of the 
purple line. There appear to be many environmental hazards regarding 
noise and air pollution both during construction and after. Please take 
into consideration the children who have been using the trail to walk and 
ride bikes to BCC High School. We do not have the power and the 
organization of the Country Club but we ask for consideration for the 
neighboring houses near the trail. We ask you to take very seriously 
and judiciously your appointment to be stewards of the public health of 
our community. 

Thank you for reading this and for your efforts in our behalf, 

Joyce Sperling 

3212 Coquelin Terrace 

Chevy Chase, MD 20815 


Sent from my iPhone 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #862 DETAIL 





First Name : Julius W. 
Last Name : Friend 
Email Address : jwfriend@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | have used the trail 4-5 times a week for 25 years. Its beauty is an 
important part of my life. The idea that all these beautiful trees would be 
C.3 destroyed is intolerable. Spending several billion dollars for light rail --it 
wiould certainly cost more than current estimates--makes no sense 
C.1 except to the people who would profit by building up north Chevy Chase 
and crowding Conn. Ave. even more. Buses would cost perhaps one- 
fourth as much. Don't people want buses? Do they really want a trolly? 
Much propaganda here. | hope the whole trolley project goes down the 
drain. We keep talking about ecology. The trail is a perfect example of a 
green lung we need, badly! 


4 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Nancy 
Matthews 
nancy.|.matthews@gmail.com 


In the light of information released fairly recently, it behooves the 
planners to conduct additional studies relating to the full impact of 
building and running the Purple Line along the proposed route. Issues 
related to tree canopy lost, vibrations from the running trolleys that 
affect the local community with respect to noise, structural damage to 
adjacent buildings, and other consequences affecting the local 
environment 

in terms of disturbances to humans and wildlife all warrants very very 
serious look before an irreplaceable swath of natural habitat is 
sacrificed forever in the interest of a public transport system that 
appears to do very little to alleviate traffic issues in this 16-mile 
corridor. 


Thank you for your attention. | have lived on Coquelin Terrace since 
1967 

and have personally enjoyed the hiker-biker Capital Crescent Trail the 
runs 

behind my house on a daily basis. | observe commuters with brief 
cases, 

countless hikers of all ages, children, members of our Armed Forces 
working 

at Walter Reed and USUHS jogging for their fitness routines, all enjoying 
the freedom of the trail. | hear birdsong, observe the changing seasons, 
and am thankful for this greenway in the midst of our urban setting. 


Yours sincerely, Nancy L. Matthews. 3221 Coquelin Terrace, Chevy 
Case, MD 

20815 

October 19, 2013 


nancy.|.matthews@gmail.com 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #864 DETAIL 








First Name: Ken 
Last Name : Bawer 
Email Address : kbawer@msn.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The purple line should either be underground or a bus rapid transit line. 
An above ground train along the Capital Crescent Trail will ruin this 


important recreation and bicycle commuting resource. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #865 DETAIL 





First Name : Nancy 
Last Name : Gehman 
Email Address : NGehman@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : | am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 
home is near the proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation site. | am 
asking that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do about the Power 

Substation on Wayne. It's not just us residents, but the County as well, 
that will benefit from preserving the character of our neighborhood by 
assuring a Substation location/design that's compatible with our area. 


Nancy Gehman 


Nancy Gehman Design | 627 Bennington Lane, Silver Spring MD 20910 
|( 301.585.1948 | 7 301.585.7055 | ngehman@verizon.net 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #866 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Mat 
Heyman 
mheyman56@gmail.com 


To Whom it May Concern, 

Having reviewed the FEIS for the Purple Line project, | want to share my 
grave concern about the likelihood that this project would have an 
irreversible, detrimental effect on the biodiversity and environment 
surrounding the Capital Crescent Trail, in particular. It is very clear to 
me that this project will result in increased air, water, and noise 
pollution -- and that it endangers the overall safety of the wildlife and 
human population in the area. Losing the large number of mature trees 
isa 

devastating impact. This is on top of the certain negative impact for 
users 

of the Trail, including me and my family. 

eee been a Montgomery County resident since 1984, and | moved to 
this 

area specifically because of the strong land use planning which 
preserved 

and supported green spaces. Having been a runner all of that time, | 
regularly use the trail, and now look forward to taking my grandchildren 
along the trail for walks. That will be dramatically less pleasant for all 

of us -- and impossible to do during construction of the Purple Line. The 
noise -- 87 decibels -- of passing trains will make it not only unpleasant, 
but also create a safety hazard. As it is, | and other runners and walkers 
rely on bicyclists to use their bells and to give vocal warnings when they 
approach us from behind. When a train is running alongside, there is 
absolutely no way that they will be heard. Inevitably, this will result in 
accidents and injuries. It's not a minor impact and will create a 
hazardous 

situation. 

Please reconsider proceeding with this project in light of these 
environmental, health, and quality of life concerns. 

Thank you. 

Mat Heyman 

5339 Strathmore Ave. 

Kensington, MD 20895 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #867 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Leslie 
Hill 
Lhill753@gmail.com 


| am a proponent of public transportation. | believe the roads are very 
congested because of all the cars and lack of public transportation 
infrastructure. That said, | do not believe you fund a very expensive light 
rail system- the purple line to solve this problem. Much of the current 
congestion is a north south problem, not an east west problem. While 
connecting Silver Spring to Bethesda is a good idea, | would much 
rather see smart buses that use special lanes on the roads. The cost of 
these buses and road improvements which are needed is far less than 
bringing in a new technology with the Purple Line. 

Additionally, to see the Capital Crescent Trail ruined not to return in 
similar form is a mistake. Countless hundreds use the trail daily, on the 
weekends it is more. In an age where we want to preserve our 
environment, it makes no sense to place the purple line along this trail. 
To see the trees clear cut along the route, will greatly increase cooling 
bills and increase noise. If this transit line is to aid lower income people 
access to Bethesda it fails in this regard as well. Many small businesses 
along the proposed purple line route will perish. The meager funding that 
will be allocated to these businesses is insufficient for many to relocate. 
In an environment of fiscal shortages, it is irresponsible to consider the 
purple line when less expensive more reasonable options are available. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #868 DETAIL 








First Name : Thane 
Last Name : McCann 
Email Address : mccannthane@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The second and third order consequences of eliminating the trail will 
lead to immeasurable loss to the community. 
C3 These losses can be anticipated as a variety of factors to include: 
1. Loss of surrounding property value 
2. Loss of green space and its associated physical and mental health 
benefits 


3. Creating/extending urban blight as current residents in the area 
move into the suburbs to enjoy greenspace 


Overall its not clear that there is utility in this huge investment funding 
the train line. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #869 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Bette 
Petrides 
bpetride@gmail.com 


| have followed the discussion of the proposed Purple Line since | ran as 
a candidate for Montgomery County Council in 2006. | have been 
consistently disappointed in the quality of information and lack of 
openness state and county governments have provided during that time 
and am pleased to see that the Washington Post is finally airing some of 
the issues that citizens concerned about the impact of this project have 
voiced for some time, Lack of transparency appears closely linked to 
apparent lack of understanding of or interest in the impact the line will 
have on the communities through which it passes, which shown to be 
greater with each iteration of the plans. Now, the MDOT is seeking to 
assume responsibility and near--term cost for the project, creating more 
chaos.. 


1. Itis time that cheaper, equally effective, less disruptive alternatives, 
eg. bus service, be revisited. 


2. Public green space, which protects communities from noise and 
safeguards our water and air quality should be preserved, including the 
Trail. 


3. Although it is one of the chief destinations in Bethesda, there is no 
reasonable connection between the proposed Purple Line and Navy 
Medical, where we are now treating hundreds of returned soldiers. One 
wonders why not, since parking for those who have served and staff is 
minimal. Perhaps more thought should be given to who we might 
actually serve with this project before it goes further, 


There remains no clear evidence that the Purple Line will do much to 
improve traffic and no assurances of offsets, such as parks to benefit the 
communities affected, Noise pollution, traffic disruption, air and water 
degradation and dispossession of those living in those communities 
along the route is, however, assured and seems a poor trade off for the 
new development which appears to be the major underlying and 
unspoken beneficiary of the Purple Line. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #870 DETAIL 








First Name : Wendy 
Last Name : Wagner-Smith 
Email Address : olopr@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please do not mow down the invaluable trees along the trail! This is not 
only unjust, it is an aesthetic and environmental travesty! Without an 
environmental impact study, | cannot such broad scale tree removal is 

Ell even legal. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #871 DETAIL 





First Name: Sue 
Last Name : Small 
Email Address : small@umbc.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : We need the trail to provide safe, public space for those who are willing 
and able to stop and breathe so that we do not experience the same 
behaviors we have just seen in our Congress and in our town. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #872 DETAIL 








First Name : Diana 

Last Name : Gorin 

Email Address : diana.gorin@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : ae resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood. | would 
ike to 


ask that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do about the Power 
Substation 

on Wayne. It is important to take the time to review all design options for 

eee that's compatible with our neighborhood and preserves it's 

character. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #873 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


terri 

lukas 
terri.lukas@gmail.com 

To Whom It May Concern: 


| object strenuously to the so-called "Preferred Alternative" of the Purple 
Line that MTA is proposing. Specifically, | object to it destruction of the 
linear park that has existed for 20 years, known as the Capital Crescent 
Trail, between Silver Spring and Bethesda. It is not necessary to 
destroy these acres of trees, and the path they shade in order to havea 
Purple Line. The alternative to run the Train on the streets, instead of on 
the Capital Crescent Trail, was never seriously considered. The FEIS 
states that population growth together with development in the 
watersheds that contain the Capital Crescent Trail will reduce the 
amount of parkland available to residents, on a per capita basis. So what 
is the response of MTA: to destroy 20 acres more of parkland for the 
densely populated areas between Silver Spring and Bethesda. This is 
lunacy, an insult to residents and users throughout the Metro area that 
use and enjoy the Trail. The so called "preferred alliterative" would turn 
the existing Georgetown Branch into a sidewalk, devoid of trees, and 
running next to two high speed trains. Furthermore, the FEIS did not 
measure the level of noise that any user of such a "trail- converted- into- 
a- sidewalk" would have to endure with the trains operating at the 
speeds recommended. Why? Probably because the noise would be 
shown to rise to "severe" levels. This is a grave omission from this so 
called environmental study and one which the authors of the report 
should try to explain. | have a multitude of other objections to this FEIS. 
In short, however, it should be soundly rejected, along with the 
“preferred alternative". We cannot afford to destroy the Capital Crescent 
Trail: it is a natural treasure that residents of the metropolitan area 
deserve to keep. So, hands off, MTA! 


Terri Lukas, 4703 Morgan Dr, Chevy Chase, MD 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #874 DETAIL 





First Name : Imix 
Last Name : Shish 
Email Address : imix.shish@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 
home is only one block away from the Wayne Street Power Substation 
site. | write to ask that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do about 
the Power Substation on Wayne. This is an extremely important issue 


C4 for local residents, riders of the line, and the greater Silver Spring and 
Montgomery county communities. Please keep it open and continue the 
dialogue. 
Best, 
Imix Shish 


8507 Mayfair Place 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #875 DETAIL 





First Name : Laura 
Last Name : Welch 
Email Address : Laurawelch123@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 


support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 


between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 

3 separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Laura Welch 


7118 cedar ave 
Takoma park, MD 20912 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #876 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Brian 

Wolven 
bcwolven@jhu.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Brian Wolven 


9497 Clocktower Ln 
Columbia, MD 21046 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #877 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


l 


Don 

Cuming 
cumingd@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Don Cuming 


7814 Stratford Rd 
Bethesda, MD 20814 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #878 DETAIL 





First Name : Carol 
Last Name : Leventhal 
Email Address : clleven@starpower.net 


Submission Content/Notes : TO Whom It May Concern: 


The Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood deserves consideration 
regarding the proposed power substation planned for Wayne Avenue. 


This community has a right to an open discussion regarding the setting 
: and design of such a facility. Do not close off discussion. We deserve 
better. 


Carol Leventhal 
9219 Manchester Road 
Silver Spring, MD. 20901 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #879 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


william 

suite I 
vsuitel@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
william suite Il 


5015 newport ave. 
bethesda, MD 20816 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #880 DETAIL 





First Name: H.S. 
Last Name : Rosen 
Email Address : Hhsrosen@msn.com 


Submission Content/Notes : As a long-time resident in Montgomery County (40+ years), | have 
always enjoyed walking the Crescent Trail. 
It's a little annoying that bikers do NOT observe the "speed" signs 
listed. But the natural beauty of the changing tree leaves and the view 
: of new buds and flowers in the spring make the trail special and a 
wonderful special thing for residents and visitors! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #881 DETAIL 





First Name : Chris 
Last Name : Lawson 
Email Address : skisinair@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Forget the trolley. Too much congestion already. It will only make it 
worse. No more selling out to developers. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #883 DETAIL 





First Name : 
Last Name : 
Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 
Email Address : 


Ann 

Wild 

7104 Oakridge Ave. 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 
Annlwild@aol.com 





Submission Content/Notes : 


To Whom It May Concern: 


In a nutshell. the environmental impact on the so-called Purple Line 
would 
vastly outweigh its highly touted and overrated numbers of potential 
users. 


| think the so-called Purple Line (it's not part of Metro at all---you have 
to leave Metro to access it and then pay again) is ill-conceived---and 
certainly misnamed to confuse people to think that it is, indeed, a 
transfer 

within Metro. 


At present the Capital Crescent Trail is a highly used, highly valued, and 
well-loved asset to the communities it serves. The Purple Line would 
require the teardown of many, many tress, which now provide the 
beauty and 

peacefulness that the Trail now offers its users and which they so highly 
value. It would take away a valuable green oasis that is SO needed by 
people 

given all the ongoing and future high-rise construction in, for example, 
the 

Bethesda area, which is increasingly becoming an ocean of concrete 
and 

glass. 


In addition, the Purple Line would make the Trail virtually unusable 
because the narrowness of it would put bikers and walkers (some with 
strollers) 

in such close proximity that safety would be a serious issue. 


In addition, homes along the Trail would suffer serious issues of 
constant 

train noise, and other homes and businesses would be taken down. The 
environmental cost is also a human cost. And to me, both speak to 
abandon the 

Purple Line in favor of other improved transportation options. 


In the August 28, 2013, issue of The Gazette, the paper carried photos 
of 


sites where the various stations would serve. And for so many of them, 
there was nothing there---absolutely NO reason at all to get off the train 
unless you happened to live nearby (but how many people would that 
serve?). 

Frankly | was appalled to see the photos of the stations at destinations 
that virtually offer the rider no reason to get off the train. 


Frankly, | believe that the Purple Line is and has been promoted by 
developers who simply want to build extensively on Connecticut Ave. 
That serves 

THEM, but not the PUBLIC riders of the train and the users of the Trail. 


| also think that the likelinood that the Purple Line will move people from 
their cars to public transportation is minimal and perhaps ludicrous. It 
takes a lot, a whole lot, to get people out of their cars; and the Purple 
just isn't going to do it on the scale that is being projected. 


| use public transportation because | am unable to drive. In my rides to 
Silver Spring, | have found the frequency of bus service to be adequate. 
Of course, for any well-used destination increased bus service and 
perhaps 

dedicated bus lanes would be most welcome. But we don't need to 


build the 

Purple Line to serve those few destinations, when improved bus service 
would 

do the job. 


| hope you will weigh the severe negative impacts---both environmental 
and 

human---of the Purple Line against what | believe is a false projection 
that the line would attract sufficient riders and move people from cars to 
public transportation. 


Thanks very much for your consideration. Please save the Trail. 
Ann Wild 


7104 Oakridge Ave. 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #884 DETAIL 





First Name : Bob 
Last Name : Neuman 
Email Address : Neumanco1@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : This project echoes the disaster that is the ICC. No one uses it; the fare 
predictions are farcical; the cost to taxpayers is absurd. The Purple Line 


may be well intended, but it is based on a cost structure that is totally 
wrong. The fare income, even if it reaches the total envisioned by MTA 
will only cover 17% of the operating costs. Is a private organization 

going to invest hundreds of millions in this business model? Of course 
not. Cut the losses. Build Rapid Bus Lans. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #886 DETAIL 





First Name : Peter 
Last Name : Perenyi 
Email Address : pperenyi@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Please do not rush a decision on the substation at Wayne Avenue Silver 
Spring. We need time to work out an acceptable solution. As it stands 


this 
thing is a large ugly humming monstrosity that no neighborhood would 
want to 
live with. 
PeterPperenyi 


713 Woodside Parkway Silver spring. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #887 DETAIL 





First Name : zaida 
Last Name : hernandez 
Email Address : zaidalisa@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : | do not understand that it that now when government and people in 
general talk about how to conserve the environment, the Maryland Govt 
wants to kill trees. | use the trail every day and enjoy the peace and the 


fresh air from the trees. Please have the purple line running out of the 
trail. Thanks 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #888 DETAIL 





First Name: Susan 
Last Name : Andrea 
Email Address : sandrea5@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood in Silver 
Spring. | am writing to ask that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do 
about the power substation on Wayne Avenue in Silver Spring. It's not 

just local residents, but the county as well, that will benefit from 
preserving the character of our neighborhood by assuring a substation 
location/design that's compatible with our area. 


Susan Andrea402 Dale DriveSilver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #889 DETAIL 





First Name : Meghan 
Last Name : McAvoy 
Email Address : meghan.mcavoy@ncf.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 

3 alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Meghan McAvoy 


1200 Blair Mill Road 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #890 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Gil 

Toombes 

get1 @cornell.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Gil Toombes 
Gil Toombes 


1756 East-WEst Highway 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #891 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


John 
Haslinger 
jphasl@yahoo.com 


| am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 
home is one and a half blocks from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power 
Substation site. | write to ask that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to 
do about the Power Substation on Wayne. The residents of Chevy 
Chase and Bethesda have been appeased with very costly changes to 
the Purple Line plan. This Power station would be the only one located 
in a residential area. Wayne Ave already will be faced with huge 
changes just by having the train run down their street. This sub-statiion 
could be buried as has been done in other transit systems in the US and 
abroad. It's not just us residents, but the County as well, that will benefit 
from preserving the character of our neighborhood by assuring a 
Substation location/design that's compatible with our area. 


John Haslinger 
809 Bonifant St. 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #892 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Mark 
Clauss 
markclauss@yahoo.com 


| don't think the FEIS really assessed the environmental value of this trail 
that will be destroyed by the Purple Line. 


The green space and relaxing environment to get away from all the cars, 
traffic and noise pollution that is now increasing becoming Montgomery 
County could not have really been taken into account. The Capital 
Crescent trail is a 20 acre forest and irreplaceable as a natural resource 
as the building in Bethesda and Silver Spring continues. 


| use this trail everyday to commute to work. My kids walk on the trail to 
school and we take bike rides as a family on the trail at least twice per 
month. Did you really think about degraded experience a user of the trail 
after the purple line will encounter -- the noise pollution from fast trains 
will make this trail no longer enjoyable. It will not longer be a way to get 
away from the bustle of the area we live in. That would be sucah a 
shame for this generation and the future ones. 


Please find a different solution to the traffic problems, save what little 
green space we have left! 


Thanks for hearing me out. Mark, Sarah, Alexa and Jack Clauss 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #893 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Maeva 
Marcus 
maevamarcus@verizon.net 


| understand fully the need for a quick way to get across the county, but 
surely the so called "experts" can find a less disruptive method than 
tunning a train along a beautiful green trail. | have lived in Montgomery 
County since 1968 and have used the trail since it opened. How you can 
say that people will still be able to walk/run/bike along the trail,even 
when the trains are running is very hard to understand. Sure people will 
be able to use the trail, but who would want to with trains running by 
every few minutes. Even if it weren't dangerous, the whole experience 
of using the trail would be ruined. Bethesda has been so urbanized that 
we need to keep some green areas for people to relax in. New York City 
is doing everything it can to create more green spaces. Montgomery 
County is destroying those spaces. It's shameful. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #894 DETAIL 





First Name: Eileen 
Last Name : Begin 
Email Address : send2@cs.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood which is 
one block distant from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation 
site. | write to ask that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do about 
d the Power Substation on Wayne. It's not just us residents, but the 
County as well, that will benefit from preserving the character of our 


neighborhood by assuring a Substation location/design that's compatible 
with our area. 


Eileen Begin 
314 Ellsworth Dr. 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #895 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jennifer 
Presley 
jenniferbpresley@gmail.com 


| am a resident on Woodside/Pershing, within two blocks of the 
proposed 

pedi Avenue Power Substation site. | am writing to ask that MTA 
exten 

the period of deliberation about the location and design of this power 
substation (or smaller multiple substations) because the current plan will 
een impact the wonderful single-family residential community 
the 

abuts the proposed location. We were unaware of this power substation 
until the open house for the community in April. There has to be a better 
option than dumping this monstrosity right at the gateway to our 
community. 


Thank you 


“Jennifer B. Presley, * 

*700 Woodside Parkway 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
301 920 2151 (also Fax)* 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #896 DETAIL 





First Name : Genevieve P. 
Last Name : Connell 
Email Address : jnjconnell@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The Capital Crescent Trail is an irreplaceable haven of peace and 
nurturance for thousands of citizens who 

C.3 walk or bike the trail. The County Government will be irresponsible if 
they go through with finding private funds 

to build a light rail for unknown ridership which adds increased 
congestion to Chevy Chase and Bethesda. 

Please leave our trail alone. Instead, use restricted and fast bus lanes 
1 for transportation needs. 


2 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #897 DETAIL 








First Name : James 
Last Name : Ehrman 
Email Address : sjehrman@msn.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | am a resident of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose 
home is one block distant from the proposed Wayne Avenue Power 
Substation site. | write to ask that MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to 

do about the Power Substation on Wayne. It's not just us residents, but 

the County as well, that will benefit from preserving the character of our 
neighborhood by assuring a Substation location/design that's compatible 
with our area. 
James Ehrman 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #898 DETAIL 





First Name : Lane 
Last Name : Smith 
Email Address : lanesmithO@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : As a property owner near the Purple Line Wayne Avenue station, | 
request that the MTA keep OPEN the issue of what to do about the 


C4 Power Substation on Wayne AVenue and leave its location and 
appearance to be resolved locally. Thank You, Lane Smith 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #899 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Walter T 
Winslow 
terry.winslow2@verizon.net 


| cross the Capital Crescent Trail at Lynn Drive several times per week, 
and | enjoy walking on it even though | do it less than | did when | was 
younger. | cannot believe that such a rare suburban trail with its beautiful 
and environmentally beneficial trees is slated for destruction. And 
destruction is what the Purple Line would cause. It may be possible to 
create an ugly but safe way to cross the Purple Line, but the planners 
and developers are kidding themselves or simply lying to us when they 
suggest that the Trail will continue to be a place where people can enjoy 
a pleasant walk or vigorous workout. The noise, the safety issues, the 
loss of trees, the ever-growing costs make it clear that this project was 
ill-conceived from the beginning and that attempts to ameliorate its 
harmful environmental and its harm to peoples' enjoyment have been 
unsuccessful. 


Respectfully, and with lingering hope for change, 
Terry Winslow 


7201 Maple Avenue 
Chevy Chase, MD 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #900 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Michael 
Donnellan 
e_identity@hotmail.com 


The FEIS does not omits any discussusion of and/or fails adequately 
address many very real environmental impacts of the proposed purple 
line. The Capital Crescent Trail is an invaluable recreation area with its 
20 acre forest an irreplaceable natural resource. | personally have used 
the trail as a bicycle commuter and recreational bicycle rider for the last 
eleven years. In conversations with others, | have previously described 
the trail as an amazing and beautiful greenway that connects Maryland 
to the city. The Capital Crescent trial is a unique asset for this region--| 
have never seen the equal of the the beauty and convenience of the trail 
in any other city. The FEIS fails to recognize the true value of the the 
Capital Cresent Trail and how that will be destroyed over a significant 
portion by removal of all mature trees. 


The FEIS is also flawed in that fails to recognize the noise disturbance a 
walker, runner or biker will endure while using the trail in close proximity 
to LOUD trains traveling at 50mph. This is an importantant 
environmental impact of the proposed Purple Line that the FEIS simply 
fails to consider. 


Please reject this fawed FEIS. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #901 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Patricia 
Branson 
Patricia.branson@gmail.com 


Do we want a greener environment for ourselves and those who will 
follow us amidst the rapid urbanization of our community? Have we lost 
open spaces for healthful recreation as these changes occur? Do we 
value those thousands who commute daily on the Capital Crescent, who 
improve their own qualities of life as well as limiting their contribution to 
the carbon footprint of an urban center? Do we encourage the quiet and 
solace of a walk, a stroller ride, a jog, a bike ride on this precious sliver 
of the natural world? 


How can any individual, group, or governmental body justify the 
destruction of such an amenity that contributes to the welfare of the 
whole community? It is myopic; it is economically obtuse; it threatens the 
future good. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #902 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Diarmaid 
McGleenan 
dmcgleenan@gmail.com 


I'm all for public transit in this age of global warming. I'm finding it 

very difficult, however, to reconcile the need for an east-west connection 
of the Red Line spurs with the environmental devastation that would 
occur 

if the Purple Line were to be built. 


When | ride that wooded trail now, seeing the Baltimore Oriole fly 
overhead, it makes me wish instead for an asphalt bike/pedestrian route 
that stretches to at least Silver Spring, and the use of east-west BRT on 
our existing roadways. | cannot in good conscience allow you to proceed 
with the trashing of this "urban parkland" with its many specimen trees 
and 

abundant wildlife, to be replaced with a light rail of dubious ridership 

and horrendous noise. 


| vote for dedicated BRT lanes and an asphalt hiker/biker trail from 
Bethesda to Silver Spring. As for the drivers (of which | am also one) 
whining about fewer lanes, they've had it their way for much too long. 
The 

car is no longer king. We can't afford to trash this precious urban 
parkland, and for environmental reasons we can't afford to let the car 
reign. 


Sincerely, 

-Diarmaid McGleenan 
7908 Chelton Rd 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
301-941-1334 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #903 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


joseph 

kenary 

jkenar@hotmail.com 

Please accept this as my comment on the proposed Purple Line. 


Earlier | commented on the MTA's projected 60,100 daily boardings 
spread across 21 stations over an 18-hour day - in 2030. Pretty thin. 

| also observed that, given the figures, this project seems to go forward 
mindlessly, of its own momentum, void of critical analysis. 

| neglected to comment on the project's effect on the Crescent Trail, a 
widely used, urban jewel of a park dropped in our lap a generation ago 
with the abandonment of the old rail spur line. | recall the trains carrying 
coal to the Georgetown power plant lumbering through at 5mph, about 
twice a week. 

In that connection | commend your attention to another urban rail line, 
actually a former rail line, now the Promenade Plantee, in Paris. It can 
be viewed via Google, as well as the April, 2006 edition of National 
Geographic. Like the Crescent Trail, it courses through the city to the 
benefit of it's residents. The City of Light gave life to the Promenade 
Plantee. The MTA plans death to our urban jewel. How ironic. And 
tragic. And foolish. 

Stop the insanity. Do the sensible thing. Abort the mission. 

Joseph Kenary 

Chevy Chase, MD 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #904 DETAIL 





First Name : 
Last Name : 


Business/Agency/Associati 
on Name : 


Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


Andrew 
O’Hare 
East Bethesda Citizens Association 


AOhare@cement.org 
Sir/Madam, 


Attached please find the comments of the East Bethesda Citizens 
Association on the Purple Line FEIS. | may be reached at (202) 270- 
0094 or aohare@cement.org<mailto:aohare@cement.org> to address 
any questions regarding the organization’s views. 


Regards, 
Andy O’Hare 
Chair, EBCA Capital Crescent Trail Committee 


EBCA Comments on FEIS 10-13.pdf (100 kb) 





East Bethesda Citizens Association 


P.O. Box 41020 
Bethesda, MD 20824 


October 21, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


Re: Comments of the East Bethesda Citizens Association (EBCA) on the Purple Line 
Final Environmental Impact Statement 


Dear Sir/Madam: 


Thank you for providing EBCA with an opportunity to share the community’s 
thoughts on the Purple Line Final Environmental Impact Statement (“FEIS”), released for 
comment on September 6, 2013. EBCA further appreciates the additional time provided 
by MTA for public comment on this very important document. 


EBCA, founded in the 1930s, is one of Montgomery County, Maryland’s original 
community associations. EBCA represents more than 1200 homeowners, residing north 
of East West Highway, east of Wisconsin Avenue, south of Jones Bridge Road and west 
of Columbia Country Club. 


The Georgetown Branch right-of-way (aka the Capital Crescent Trail (“trail’”)), 
runs along the southern border of the community. More than 25-30 homes either abut 
or are across the street from the trail. In addition, hundreds of East Bethesda residents 
are regular trail users and appreciate the mature tree canopy and park like setting 
provided by the trail in the middle of an urban environment. Accordingly, EBCA and 
East Bethesda residents are very interested in the Purple Line project and, particularly, 
are concerned about the impact the Purple Line will have on the trail and trail 
experience. 


EBCA has had the opportunity to review the FEIS and would like to share 
perspectives on a number of issues that directly impact the community, including: 


e Access Points to the Trail 
e Trail/Transit Construction and Trail Availability 
e Trail/Transit Noise and Trail Safety 


e Trail Aesthetics and Maintenance. 


Prior to elaborating on EBCA’s views on these topics in detail, please note that 
the comments of the Kentbury Drive Residents Group (KDRG) are hereby endorsed by 
EBCA and incorporated by reference. 


1. Access Points to the Trail 


The FEIS explains that there will be two access points to the trail along Kentbury 
Drive in East Bethesda, one at Kentbury Way and one at Sleaford Road. EBCA is pleased 
that these access points will be re-designed and engineered to make them more 
permanent for all trail users. We respectfully request that the access points not be lit at 
the intersections to the trail, so to avoid disturbing the adjacent homeowners and to 
keep from bringing unnecessary attention to these points after dark. While the trail is 
not officially closed at dark, these access points should generally be used only during 
daylight hours. If, however, lights are installed, they should be designed to avoid 
disturbing adjacent homeowners. 


Regarding the Sleaford Road access point, we understand that there will be a 
tunnel constructed under the trail/transit to facilitate access to the trail from East West 
Highway. While EBCA does not oppose this improvement, the community is concerned 
about the safety issues posed by a 50-60 foot tunnel in a residential neighborhood. We 
realize that the tunnel will have to have lighting, though we request that the lighting be 
confined to the tunnel itself. In addition, the community requests that the tunnel be 
equipped with gates on both ends and that the tunnel be opened in the morning (no 
earlier than 6:00 a.m.) and closed at night (no later than 10:00 p.m.) to prevent 
loitering. These accommodations would be the same as those employed today for the 
trail tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue. The Bethesda Urban Partnership is currently 
under contract with Montgomery County for this daily open and close service. EBCA 
would suggest a similar arrangement be made here for this new tunnel. Finally, an 
emergency call box in the tunnel may be a good protective measure. 


Lastly, we request that some type of privacy barrier be erected separating the 
trail access points from the adjacent homes to facilitate both safety and security. EBCA 
recommends that MTA and the county work with the adjacent homeowners to devise a 
solution tailored to the specific location and homeowner's desires. Regarding the 
Sleaford Road underpass, East Bethesda would welcome some park like improvements 
to this space in conjunction with trail/transit construction, including, low maintenance 
landscaping and perhaps benches. 


2. Trail/Transit Construction and Trail Availability 


Information on details related to how the trail and train will be constructed, the 
timing for construction and the staging of construction materials and personnel are very 
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limited in the FEIS. EBCA has a number of specific requests regarding construction, as 
follows: 


e EBCA would like to be provided the opportunity to engage directly with MTA and 
its construction contractor, perhaps as part of a community advisory committee, 
on construction details and mitigation measures to address EBCA concerns, once 
the construction contractor is selected 

e Construction in residential areas must be limited to the hours of 8 a.m. to 5 p.m., 
weekdays and 9 a.m. to 4 p.m. on weekends (if there will be work on the 
weekends) 

e Construction vehicles, such as large dump trucks, will not be allowed to idle on 
neighborhood streets at any time 

e Heavy construction equipment, such as front end loaders and bulldozers, will not 
be parked in neighborhoods, including Sleaford Park 

e Construction access to the trail/transit right-of-way shall be from Connecticut 
Avenue or Pearl Street 

e Construction employees will not be allowed to park on neighborhood streets 

e All construction workers will have clearly visible identification 

e Monthly updates on the status of construction activity and plans for the next 
month will be provided to EBCA and the homeowners adjacent to the trail. 


Finally, it is very important to EBCA and all East Bethesda residents that the trail 
be available for use for the greatest extent possible during construction. EBCA would 
find it very objectionable for the trail through our community to be unavailable during 
the entire trail/transit construction period. 


3. Trail/Transit Noise and Trail Safety 


EBCA has reviewed the information in the FEIS regarding projected noise levels 
on the trail and in the area adjacent to the trail. EBCA further understands that the 
Federal Transit Administration’s noise assessment methodology targets an AVERAGE 
noise level over an extended period of time, thus allowing for noise peaks to be 
averaged with non-peak noise levels to compute an average number, which may then 
approach ambient noise levels. While MTA may have correctly computed the average 
noise levels using the FTA criteria, these averages have no bearing on the actual 
experience of individuals who may be using the trail or residing in areas adjacent to the 
trail. 


EBCA understands that there will more than 139° trains running in both 
directions along the right-of-way during a typical day. The peak noise level when a train 


Table 4 in Technical Report: Noise, page 16. It is unclear whether this is only for one 


direction. If so, the impacts would be much more severe with almost 280 daily trips. 


passes by is expected to be almost 90 decibels. One cannot comfortably carry ona 
conversation at 90 decibels. An individual using the trail will be exposed to these peak 
noise levels as frequently as every three minutes, and East Bethesda residents with 
homes adjacent to the right-of-way will permanently lose the benefit of quiet backyards. 
EBCA does not find this to be acceptable. 


Trail users should not be exposed to peak noise levels approaching 90 decibels. 
EBCA believes that noise mitigation measures to minimize the noise exposures need to 
be factored into the trail/transit design. Specifically, EBCA endorses the construction of 
an acoustic noise barrier,” at least 10 feet high, between the trail and the transit line. 
This will help to mitigate noise for trail users and adjacent residents and ensure the 
separation of trail users from the transit line, facilitating safer trail use. [Please note: 
The wall height may need to be higher than 10 feet to account for noise emanating 
from electric catenary wires, a noise source which was totally ignored in the FEIS noise 
analysis.] Importantly, this type of noise mitigation will also significantly reduce noise 
exposures at the trail access points and for homes adjacent to these points in contrast 
to the current MTA plans of placing noise barriers at the interface between the trail and 
adjacent properties. This latter configuration would create breaks in the noise barriers 
at the trail access points. Lastly, access to the transit right-of-way, necessary should 
there be an emergency, may be facilitated by creating occasional gates in the noise 
barrier (perhaps every 100 yards or so). 


EBCA is also aware that train speed is a significant contributor for the noise level 
and that noise levels decrease as train speed decreases. The projected 45 mph speed of 
trains through East Bethesda should be reduced to 30 mph or less to mitigate the noise 
levels in tandem with the recommended noise barrier designs. 


4. Trail Aesthetics/Maintenance 


EBCA understands that while MTA and its construction company will build the 
trail/transit complex, Montgomery County will finance trail construction and retain the 
responsibility to maintain the trail long-term. EBCA believes that trail aesthetics should 
be a key consideration at the time of construction. Through the construction of the 
Purple Line, EBCA and East Bethesda residents will lose the quiet linear park the 
community has become accustomed to over the past 25 years or so. This permanent 
loss needs to be properly accounted for with ample investment and careful 
consideration of the experience of future trail users and residents adjacent to the trail. 
To that end, EBCA respectfully requests that the following accommodations be made to 
enhance the post-Purple Line trail aesthetics and experience: 





? EBCA encourages MTA to consider the application of barriers similar to those used on the 
Wilson Bridge to minimize noise exposures to bicyclists crossing the bridge adjacent to the 
highway. 


e A “green” median should be installed between the wall separating the trail from 
the transit line and the trail itself. This may include perennial shrub and flower 
plantings and trees, that, at maturity, will be tall but not interfere with catenary 
wires 

e Benches should be placed a equal intervals along the trail, perhaps every 50 
yards 

e Careful consideration should be given to properly engineer drainage for 
precipitation to avoid ponding of water on the trail and any negative impact on 
plantings in a “green” median, or adverse effects on adjacent homeowners. 


Regarding the interface between the trail and adjacent properties, EBCA believes 
that a privacy fence, complimented with landscaping between the fence and the trail, 
should be constructed. As these matters will have to be discussed as part of the 
trail/transit construction, EBCA’s interests should be adequately represented if the 
association and adjacent homeowners are afforded the opportunity to participate in a 
construction advisory committee, as noted above under Item 2. 


5. Conclusion 


EBCA again appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments to MTA. 
Please contact Andy O’Hare at (202) 270-0094 or aohare@cement.org to address any 
questions you may have regarding the views of EBCA on these matters. Thank you for 
considering our perspectives. 


We believe that a meeting with MTA to review the community’s 
recommendations would be most helpful and EBCA will reach out to the project director 
to make the necessary arrangements. 


Sincerely, 


Andrew T. O’Hare 


Chair, EBCA Capital Crescent Trail 
Committee 


Cc: Mike Madden, Purple Line Project, MTA 
Roger Berliner, Montgomery County Councilmember, District 1 
Rich Madaleno, MD Senator, District 18 
Chris Van Hollen, MD git Congressional District 
Arthur Holmes, Director, Montgomery County DOT 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #905 DETAIL 





First Name: Karen 
Last Name : atabek 
Email Address : Karenatabek@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The trail is most definitely an invaluable recreational resource! With so 
much construction that is destroying recreation areas as well as invading 
the homes and living spaces of many animals, the trail has been a 


solace of nature. It is always so well used and enjoyed by many. It 


would be a huge shame to lose it forever! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #906 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


lan 
Kelly 
ikelly731@aol.com 


In most cities around the world, light rail shares the road with cars. 
That's why they're called street cars. Maryland is making a tragic 
mistake by putting the PL on the Capital Crescent Trail. Light rail cannot 
coexist with a trail. It will destroy the trail's greatest assets -- its width, its 
surface, its quiet, and, most importantly,its leafy shade covering, It's the 
same as destroying a 20 acre forest -- except this one is used for 
transportation and recreation by thousands of residents. Build the street 
car line, but put it where it belongs -- on the streets. 


I'm convinced the public does not appreciate what will happen when you 
start building the PL. When you all start clear cutting hundreds of 
mature trees, there will be a very strong -- and negative -- reaction from 
your constituents. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #907 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Carol and John 
Anderson 
cbajsa@verizon.net 


| hope that you have realized the trains will impact our homes as well 
as the trail. Also, if you read the FEIS carefully, you will find that it is not 
just the homes that are adjacent to the trail that will be affected but also 
the other homes in your neighborhood. Our homes will be subjected to 
noise and vibration from these trains and we are asked to "trust" the 
MTA that it will be acceptable. As homeowners and residents of 
Montgomery County we should be accorded the same considerations 
that have been given to Columbia Country Club and to the University of 
Maryland. Noise and vibration mitigation techniques are to be mandated 
for the University of Maryland. These same noise and vibration 
mitigation techniques should be mandated for the design and 
construction for that portion between Bethesda and Connecticut Avenue. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #908 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Alan 
Landay 
alan_landay@yahoo.com 


This trail is one of the premier resources in Montgomery County. In 
terms of people wanting to visit or live in this county, this trail should be 
high on the list of what makes the county inviting and livable. It is 
difficult to put a price on this, but it certainly benefits the county 
economically, as well as all the ways that it benefits users of the trail. 


To seriously spoil this trail due to the addition mass transit would be a 
huge mistake. If a transit project is to be approved alongside or near the 
trail, the impact should be minimal. A noisy trail, despoiled of trees and 
other scenic factors would be ruinous. As for transportation, the trail IS 
transportation for many bicycle computers (a much greener option than 
a train or automobiles.) | feel that the full impact of the commuter rail 
has NOT been considered. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #909 DETAIL 





First Name : Walter 
Last Name : Holemans 
Email Address : walter.holemans@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | use the trail everyday to commute between Silver Spring, Bethesda, 
Georgetown and Virginia. Not only do | avoid adding another car to the 
congested roads, | gain the piece of mind one gets from such a 


beautifully forested trail. There is nothing like it! It is rare and worthy of 
preservation. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #910 DETAIL 





First Name : Ernesto 
Last Name : Solana 
Email Address : ernesto.solana@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : This last small patch of forest inside the beltway must be saved! We 
need the trees, the trail for families and commuters to enjoy and safely 
enjoy the outdoors. he city needs these lungs. | truly cannot believe the 


narrow lane will fit tracks, trails and trees. Who can trust those 


developers that pretend that those nice drawings will become reality! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #911 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Howard 
Sachs 
hsachs@starpower.net 


10/18/2013 Thank you for your work on this project. We strongly oppose 
destroying the beautiful quiet tree lined park that is the current trail. 
Thousands use it daily for nearly 2 decades. | bike on it almost every 
day. There is no way a two lane train track is going to fit in with this 
beautiful but narrow park. It will be turned into a narrow concrete 
depressing throughway. 


| grew up in Miami. | saw a similar project come to fruition. It was a 
billion dollar light rail that planners said would bring great things to the 
city. Twenty five years later it is a concrete eyesore barely used and 
wasteful of millions of dollars of tax subsidies each year. | have read 
about a similar system in Seattle with similar destructive outcomes. 


Please save our park. Keep these trains out of it. Consider something 
else like buses. Howard Sachs/Tricia Sachs/Rachel Sachs/Jennifer 
Sachs 4200 Leland Street Chevy Chase Md 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #912 DETAIL 





First Name : Seth 
Last Name : Ayers 
Email Address : seth.ayers@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The CCT is an invaluable recreation asset and an irreplaceable natural 
resource. Public transport is an important asset as well but there are 


other options for the purple line then to destroy the CCT, such as 
building it in the center of East/West highway as Virginia is doing out to 
Dulles Airport. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #913 DETAIL 





First Name: John 
Last Name : Marcus 
Email Address : John-Marcus@Verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : The Purple Line is a poorly thought out idea that benefits developers and 
will take away the beauty and the peacefulness of the bike trail. Rapid 


bus is a better solution. We need to get back to that. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #914 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


TJ 
Banks 
tj1banks@gmail.com 


Green space is increasingly limited in Montgomery County, let alone 
green space that is used daily by multitudes of residents. Squandering 
vast amounts of public money on a White-Elephant-To-Be that serves 
only the interests of developers, creates massive north-south traffic 
disruptions, *and* destroys dwindling green space is absurd -- a 
disaster. Were the fabled, not-actually-connected-to-the-Metro-system 
‘Purple Line’ to go through, with the anemic ridership and all-around 
ineptitude that are sure to follow, am looking forward to MoCo and Md. 
state politicos crafting their talking points about how they, personally, 
actually had "deep misgivings about the project all along..." However, 
then again, maybe some of those same politicos will see there is actually 
a compelling leadership mantle to be assumed -- that of halting a 
pointless public works disaster in the making -- this is one for the record 
ee -- and the kudos such a brave, forthright stance will bring. Here's 
oping... 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #915 DETAIL 








First Name : edward 
Last Name : leisher 
Email Address : ed@agencyone.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Please leave the trail as is, my family and | use it just about everyday. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #916 DETAIL 





First Name: Claude 
Last Name : LaVallee 
Email Address : claudelavallee@me.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please save the Capital Crescent Trail! 


Like more and more people, | don't own a car so my bicycle serves as 
my main mode of transportation. | depend on the Capital Crescent Trail 

to safely and pleasantly get me from my home in Bethesda to various 

points along the trail, whether for work, shopping or socializing. Without 


this trail, | doubt | would dare to cycle to Silver Spring for a movie, for 
example. 


There are very few ways for people on bicycles to safely travel, away 

3 from fast, motorized traffic in our region. With more and more people 

: settling in this area, demands on our transportation infrastructures will 
continue to increase, and appropriate cycling and multi-use trails are an 
invaluable tool to help reduce motorized traffic congestion, not to 
mention pollution (noise, air, water and even visual). If the trail were to 
be denuded of trees and exposed to the loud, fast and frequent passing 
of trains, the peaceful and beautiful setting which attracts so many 
current users would vanish and use of the trail would surely decline, 
defeating its purpose. 


Cycling infrastructure such as the Capital Crescent Trail should be 
preserved and even expanded to encourage more people to use it, not 
the opposite. 


Thank you 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #917 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


C3 


Regina 

Spallone 
rlspall@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Regina Spallone 


12724 Eldrid Place 
Silver Spring, MD 20904 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #918 DETAIL 








First Name : Lynn 
Last Name : Lichtenstein 
Email Address : Isl22@verizon.net 


Submission Content/Notes : 


Our comments on the FEIS are attached and below. 


Lynn and Jules Lichtenstein 


The 

Federal Transit Administration October 18, 
2013 

U.S. 

Department of Transportation 


The 

Maryland Transit Administration 
Maryland 

Department of Transportation 


Re: Comments on the Purple 
Line Final Environmental Impact Statement and Draft Section 4(f) 
Evaluation (August 2013). 


Dear Sirs and Madames: 


The 
FEIS and supporting documents show there will be repeated loud noise 
from the proposed 
station at Bethesda and also at the other proposed stations from five or 
six 
o'clock a.m. to midnight or even as late as three o’clock a.m. The transit 
warning horns will be blaring 
every six, ten, or twelve minutes for trains going in one direction and 
twice 
that for trains going in both directions. The Public Address system will 
be blasting. And there will be buzzing substations every 
mile along the route. 


The FEIS states there 

is no mitigation for the horns at stations.[1] The Public Address system 
will depend on 

“proper use” to prevent annoyance to residential communities adjacent 
to 

stations.[2] There is unspecified mitigation for the buzzing 
substations.|[3] 


Studies done for the 

FEIS along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way[4] in 

the Town of Chevy Chase show that, along the right-of-way, the noise 
level is 

currently 45 to 60 decibels over a 24-hour period[5]—the 

noise level of a small town residential area, a suburban residential area, 
ora 

quiet urban residential area. [6] The studies were done only along the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way,[7] and not anywhere else in the Town 
of Chevy Chase. Itis even quieter in the Town away from the 
locations where the noise measurements were taken. 


The FEIS does not show 

the decibel level of the transit safety horns. However, such horns range 
from 85 to 110 decibels and even more.[8] A 110-decible horn produces 
a sound wave that 

is 80 decibels at 2,000 feet and 74 decibels at 4,000 feet[9] and 
interferes with speech starting at 7,000 feet from the track. Such noise 


will be audible within most of the 
Town.[10 


The FEIS shows that 

noise levels from the proposed station in Bethesda will have a severe 
impact on 

the Town.[11] The Town consists of FTA Category 1 and 

Category 2 land uses—parks that require quiet and residences and 
buildings 

where people normally sleep and where “sensitivity to noise is of the 
utmost 

importance.”[12] The transit warning horns (and probably also the 
PA system) will increase the noise level in the Town from the current 
range of 

45-60 decibels to a range of 74 decibels or more. This amount of 
increased noise is substantial 

and renders the impact of the proposed Purple Line on the Category 1 
and 2 land 

uses in the Town severe.[13] 


The noise from the 

Purple Line will be especially disturbing at night. The noise level at night 
is substantially 

lower in the Town than it is in the daytime.[14] The noise from the horns 
and the PA will 

travel through most of the Town through most of the night and will make 
it 

impossible to sleep. 


The FEIS also shows 

that the Purple Line will require cutting practically all of the trees along 
the right-of-way,[15] as leaves interfere with the operation of the train. 
The picture of the proposed Purple Line in 

the FEIS with trees bordering the train is inaccurate and misleading.[16] 
There won't be any trees near the tracks if 

the proposed Purple Line is built. 


The FEIS estimates that 

travel time will be reduced for those using the proposed Purple Line to 
go east-west 

from New Carrollton to Bethesda. The 

FEIS makes no estimate of the additional time it will take commuters and 
others 

to go north and south on Wisconsin and Connecticut Avenues if the 
proposed Purple 

Line is built. The proposed Purple Line 

will result in increased congestion at both the proposed Bethesda[1 7] 
and Chevy Chase Lake stations that will result in increased travel times 
fora 

much larger number of commuters than those that might use the 
proposed Purple 

Line. 


The Purple Line, as 

currently proposed, will make the Town of Chevy Chase unlivable. It will 
subject the Town to repeated loud 

noise from the proposed Bethesda station for which there is no effective 
mitigation. The proposed Purple Line is destructive 

of the environment in the Town as it will destroy large stands of trees 
along 

the right-of-way that will never be replaced. The proposed Purple Line 
will also add substantially to commute and 


travel times for north-south travelers on Connecticut and Wisconsin 
Avenues. The proposed Purple Line has severe negative impacts on 
the 

Town of Chevy Chase. 


For these reasons, the 

pup Line, as currently proposed, should not be built in the Town of 
hevy 

Chase. For the same reasons, it should 

not be built in the residential neighborhoods between Silver Spring and 

Chevy 

Chase Lake. The costs exceed the 

benefits by a substantial margin. 


With dismay at the 
destruction of a livable neighborhood, the Town of Chevy Chase, 


Lynn and Jules Lichtenstein 
4209 Rosemary St. 
Chevy Chase, Maryland 20815 
[hard 
copy with signature to be mailed] 
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[3]FEIS, Vol. Ill, 
Noise Technical Report, p. 17 (traction power substations in the FEIS, or 
TPSS). 


[4]The Georgetown Branch right-of-way is currently used 
as a trail for hiking and biking and is known as the Capital Crescent 
Trail. 
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[Mitigation Advisory Group] Meeting, Slides 11-16. 
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Attachments : 


Town is within 4,000 feet of the proposed Bethesda station. ADC Street 
Atlas, Montgomery County, Map 5407 
(Scale: 1 inch equals 2,000 feet) (2010). 


[10] Most of the Town 

is within 4,000 feet of the proposed Bethesda station. ADC Street Atlas, 
Montgomery County, Map 5407 

(Scale: 1 inch equals 2,000 feet) (2010). 


[11]FEIS, Vol. |, Figure 
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[13] FEIS, Vol. |, 
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of 

Transportation, February 27, 2013 to the Town of Chevy Chase MAG 
Meeting, 

Slides 11-16. 


[15]FEIS, Vol. |, 
pp. 4-84 and 4-85. 


[16] FEIS, Vol. |, Figure 4-18, Capital Crescent 

Trail [with the proposed Purple Line], p. 4-85. Even the newsletter 
announcing the FEIS shows a picture of the right-of-way 

as a dirt trail closely bordered by woods, something that exists now, but 
will 

be destroyed by the proposed Purple Line. “Purple Line Progress,” Vol. 
13—Summer 2013, front page, picture at the 

bottom on the left (Maryland Transit Administration). 


[17]As one source puts it: “Every day this station [the proposed 
Bethesda station] 

will bring thousands of people to Wisconsin Avenue, Elm Street, 
Woodmont 

Avenue, and Bethesda Avenue.” All of 

this foot traffic will cause added delays to north-south traffic on 
Wisconsin 

Avenue which has relatively little foot traffic at present. Quotation from 
Bethesda Purple Line 

Station Minor Master Plan Amendment, Staff Draft, Introduction 
(Montgomery 

County Planning Department, The Maryland-National Capital Park and 
Planning 

Commission, Introduction, MCPB, Item No. 4, Date: 9.26.13). 
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Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #919 DETAIL 





First Name : Daniel 
Last Name : O'Laughlin 
Email Address : danagnes1@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The tail is too important to write off in order to do better business at the 


expense of a wonderful recreation area that cannot be replaces. It' nota 
"not in my back yard" issue but one for everyone in the region. 


Daniel 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #920 DETAIL 





First Name: Deloris 
Last Name : Koziol 
Email Address : dkoziol@mac.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please do not destroy the Capital Crescent Trail. It is a national treasure 


and would be destroyed if a rail line is installed. The peace and quiet for 
bikers, runners, and walkers would be destroyed. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #921 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Phil 

Reding 
pjreding@gmail.com 
Hi, 


Since moving to this area from Tennessee 17 years ago, my family and | 
have spent countless hours enjoying the tranquility and beauty of the 
Capital Crescent Trail, sometimes on foot, sometimes on bike. The Trail 
provides a wonderful, peaceful escape from our urban area. This is 
where we have created wonderful family memories. The Trail is one of 
the true natural treasures of the DC metro area. 


Within this context, I'm reminded of the words of Joni Mitchell: "...they 
paved paradise and put up a parking lot." While not exactly a parking 
lot, the proposed path of the Purple Line threatens to "urbanize" this 
beautiful trail thereby diminishing its appeal. Please re-consider the 
impact that the Purple Line will have on The Trail. 


Thank you. 
Phil Reding 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #922 DETAIL 








First Name: Erica 
Last Name : rubenstein 
Email Address : Ericalovesblue@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : I'm arunner and | enjoy the trail just the way it is. Please keep us 


informed. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #923 DETAIL 








First Name : Rita 
Last Name : Eisenberg 
Email Address : Eisenberg.rita@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Without the trail | would lose my sanity. It is my place to gain serenity 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #924 DETAIL 





First Name: Gerald 
Last Name : Link 
Email Address : aizkids@comcast.net 


Submission Content/Notes : | VOTE AND HAVE FOR 55 straight YEARS and | am against the rail. | 
use the trail at various times and always see many people using the trail- 


-small big and everything in between. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #925 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


1 


Bradford 

Castro 
bradfordcastro@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Bradford Castro 


4511 Avondale Street 
Bethesda, MD 20814 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #926 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


jim 
hunt 
jim@kensingtonhunts.com 


The Capital Cresent Trail is an irreplaceable jewel that can't be 
replicated once the ill conceived Purple line is put in place. Politicians 
should step back and really assess the gift the citizens have in this 
stretch of peace and tranquility in a bustling metropolis.! know it's part of 
a politicians DNA to try to blow as much money as possible on any 
project to boost their professional profile and be able to say "look what | 
did" , but in this instance they should try to once do the right 
thing.Alternatives for something other than light rail exist , there is no 
replacing the CCT.The Purple Line will no doubt be another Boondoggle 
little used and a sure money loser , that will do nothing to ease traffic on 
the beltway. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #930 DETAIL 








First Name : John 
Last Name : Loonsk 
Email Address : john.loonsk@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | do not think that current crescent trail transit plans come close to 
addressing the needs of the hiker and biker users of the trail. The air 
C3 rights tunnel issue and the sharing of the path have not been addressed 
as proposed in the initiation of this discussion. With this much money 
being proposed to build a transit line, more reasonable accommodation 


of hiker/biker interests should be attainable. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #931 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Brian 

Kim 

briangkin@yahoo.com 

The FEIS authors and reviewers know that it is flawed. It does not 
consider the trail an invaluable recreation area with its 20 acre forest an 
irreplaceable natural resource. This stretch has been used as a park for 
over 20 years and they lack the consideration of how invaluable it is in 
people's lives. 


Another flaw in the document is its failure to recognize the noise 
disturbance a walker, runner or biker will endure alongside trains 
traveling 50mph. The peaceful tranquil setting it is today will be harmfully 
impacted by a train sound 200 times a day. This is what an 
environmental impact statement is supposed to point out, but this one 
doesn't. 


We envision a world class trail and park system from Georgetown 
through Bethesda and connecting into downtown Silver Spring. 
According to this Final Environmental Impact Statement, the Capital 
Crescent Trail isn't worth saving. We all know better, the Trail serves a 
vital purpose in our community. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #932 DETAIL 








First Name : Joan 
Last Name : Bacharach 
Email Address : jbacharach@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Please look for an alternate to the Purple Trail. If constructed, it will 


make a lot of people miserable and deprive them of a treasure. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #933 DETAIL 








First Name : Gordon 
Last Name : King 
Email Address : gsking@mris.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The trail is a vital part of the area. Many bike to work safely. Gives all 
the residents a safe natural place to bike beside unsafe streets. 
Economically contibutes to the value of the area to why people move 


there. 


It gives the local wildlife a safe place to travel too. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #934 DETAIL 








First Name : Doug 
Last Name : English 
Email Address : dougenglish@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Keep the trail! Put the Purple Line underground. If you can't do it right, 


don't do it at all. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #935 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Cary 

Lai 
clai6@juno.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Cary Lai 


9730 Glen Ave Unit 104 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #936 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Joanna 

Miles 
joanna.miles@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


As a cyclist who frequently uses the Capital Crescent Trail, | write to 
express my support for the Purple Line project because | support the 
accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail between 

Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The trail is an excellent resource for cyclists in the area, but needs to be 
completed. | often ride from Silver Spring to Bethesda on this trail on the 
weekends, and while | enjoy it a great deal, the gravel is often washed 
out and dangerously uneven. The road crossings get congested with 
bikes and cyclists. It would be much better if the trail were paved, well 
maintained, and had safer, more convenient street crossings. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Joanna Miles 


8547 Bradford Rd 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #937 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Tony 

Camilli 
anthony.camilli@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Tony Camilli 


737 Thayer Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #938 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jeff 

Dalhoff 
jeffdalhoff@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jeff Dalhoff 


507 Deerfield Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #939 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Erin 

McGleenan 

emcglee@gmail.com 

| use the trail daily - walking my dogs, riding bikes with my son, or just 
taking an out of the way walk to downtown Bethesda. The idea of the 
trail 

being destroyed brings me to tears. This past summer my son and | 
spent 

hours biking all over the trail, stopping and looking for spicebush 
swallowtail butterflies and caterpillars, who make their home along the 
trail on the hundreds of spicebush plants that line it. These will all be 
destroyed when the Purple Line is built. Please don't take away this 
treasure that is the trail! 


-Erin McGleenan 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #940 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Steve 

Nothwehr 
nothwehrs2@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Steve Nothwehr 


117 South Adams St 
Rockville, MD 20850 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #941 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Hope 
Peek 
hope.peek@aol.com 


FEIS addresses many issues; all that have already been addressed for 
over the 14 years | have lived on Susanna Lane - and | believe that is 
one of the reason why the line has not been built yet because there has 
never been enough information provided regarding the 2 issues of 
projected ridership and the number of trees to be eliminated. Rock 
Creek Park is the last park remaining in southern Montgomery County; 
so why are we giving up this resource? Would New York City give up 
Central Park to put in another subway line? | don't think so. | don't 
understand why the powers that be don't regroup and pick another 
location for the purple line. There is Rockville and existing tracks close 
to the beltway that could connect alittle further up the Red Line. Coulda 
conclusion with the FEIS be that it would be best to find another location 
for the Purple Line? 


Hope Peek 


Hope Peek, Associate Broker, GRI, CRS 
REMAX Realty Services, 301-652-0400 
301-728-7234/hopepeek@remax.net/hopepeekhomes.com 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #942 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Richard 

Cushwa 
rcushwa@msn.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Richard Cushwa 


10625 August Ct 
Williamsport, MD 21795 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #943 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Christy 

Wright 
christeewright@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Christy Wright 


3707 Endicott PI 
Springdale, MD 20774 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #944 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Margaret 

Mangum 
margm727@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Margaret Mangum 


14909 Lear Lane 
Silver Spring, MD 20905 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #945 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


ios) _ 


Robert 

Bertera 
berterar@aol.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Robert Bertera 


1725 Shilling Ln 
Silver Spring, MD 20906 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #946 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


A.1 


> 


scott 

wilson 
scottwilson6100@lycos.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. Do not use the bait and switch 
tactic used on the ICC and claim later that the bike trail is ecologically 
too intrusive while building a much more intrusive transportation 
improvement. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
scott wilson 


42nd place 
hyattsville, MD 20781 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #947 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


wl 


Beth 

LeaMond 
bleamond@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Beth LeaMond 


36H Ridge Rd 
Greenbelt, MD 20770 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #948 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Shanks 

Mira 
mshanks@cdc.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Shanks Mira 


14143 Pleasant View Drive 
Bowie, MD 20720 
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First Name : Elizabeth 
Last Name : McKinnon 
Email Address : clanmckinnon@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
1 support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 

3 separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


1| 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Elizabeth McKinnon 


7108 Brookville Rd 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


3 


Sonia 

Stines 
soniastines@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Sonia Stines 


16813 Cashell Road 
Olney, MD 20832 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Darren 

Janifer 
darren.janifer@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Darren Janifer 


1835 Manorfield Ct 
Bowie, MD 20721 
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First Name : 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Vernon 

Anderson 
andersonve@mail.nih.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Vernon Anderson 


12803 Theresa Dr 
Colesville, MD 20904 
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First Name : Andy 
Last Name : Sullivan 
Email Address : stickymcbiscuit@yahoo.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
a Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
; alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Andy Sullivan 


711 Gist Ave 
silver spring, MD 20910 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


David 

Carrier 
davidjcarrier@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. | commute every day on the CCT 
between my home in Kensington and my job in Arlington. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
David Carrier 


David Carrier 
4000 Wexford Dr. 
Kensington, MD 20895 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #955 DETAIL 





First Name : 
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Thomas 

Graves 
thomasagraves@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Thomas Graves 


Thomas Graves 
14917 McKnew Road 
Burtonsville, MD 20866 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Sandy 

Barsky 
ganibar@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | do NOT support the Purple Line as a means of providing 
alternatives to the use of multiple occupancy vehicles for east-west 
transportation in the region, the completion of the CCT as a viable 
bicycling connection is critical. 


Thank you. 
Sandy Barsky 


4549 N Chelsea Lane 
Bethesda, MD 20814 
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Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Jono 

Sirovatka 
js983Z@nih.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jonathan Sirovatka 


Jono Sirovatka 

4865 Battery Lane 
Apt. 31 

Bethesda, MD 20814 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


dwight 

king-leatham 
dwiking@verizon.net 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
dwight king-leatham 


4510 Dalton Rd 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 
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Peter 

Eriksson 
erikssop@mail.nih.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Peter Eriksson 


5508 Dowgate Court, #T2 
Rockville, MD 20851 
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betsy 
reinstein 
betsyreinstein@ yahoo.com 


To Whom it may concern: 

The Capital Crescent Trail is a true gem that | and my family have 

enjoyed for many years. It was a huge selling point when we decided to 

buy our house. Just in my family alone, we ride our bikes on the trail, we 

take walks with friends, and my husband, who is starting a new job, will 

ete the perfect green commute riding his bike from Bethesda to Silver 
pring. 


| do not even want to fathom how adversely the changes that are being 
proposed will impact our lives and the lives of so many. Trains running 
alongside the trail will completely change the trail and | have deep 
concerns about the implications on health, safety, and loss of 
biodiversity. 


Beautiful, undeveloped places like the trail are too rare as it is. Although 
| recognize the purple line plan is going forward, | wish we could find an 
alternative that would preserve this treasure for us and for future 
generations. What is currently being proposed will be a huge and 
irreversible loss. 


Thank you, 
Betsy Reinstein Dewey 
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First Name : Phil 

Last Name : MacWilliams 
Business/Agency/Associati Coquelin Run Citizens Association 
on Name : 

Email Address : phil_macwilliams@hotmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Attached please find the Coquelin Run Citizens Association's comments 
to the Purple Line FEIS. Any response can be directed to me at the 
address provided in the letter, and to my personal email address: 
phil_macwilliams@hotmail.com. 


Thank you. 


Phil MacWilliams, on behalf of the Coquelin Run Citizens Association 
Attachments : Coquelin Run Comments to Purple Line FEIS.pdf (697 kb) 
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Coquelin Run Citizens Association 
P.O. Box 151572 
Chevy Chase, MD 20825 


www.coquelinrun.org 


Via Fed-Ex and Email 

Purple Line FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development and Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


October 17, 2013 


Re: Comments on the Purple Line Final Environment Impact Statement (FEIS) 


J. Introduction 


The Coquelin Run Citizens Association (CRCA) is the local citizens association for the 
unincorporated residential area of Chevy Chase, Maryland that runs primarily along Jones Mill 
Road (between Park View Road and East West Highway) and Jones Bridge Road (between Jones 
Mill Road and Manor Road). Our community is largely nestled against Rock Creek Park and the 
Georgetown Branch Trail. In fact, there are over forty (40) homes in our community that are 
directly adjacent to the Georgetown Branch trail (between the wooded “paper road” of Coquelin 
Run Parkway and Rock Creek Park),! with dozens more in close enough proximity to be 
adversely impacted by the noise, vibration, and visual impacts of the Purple Line, as well as by 
the disruptions that will occur during the lengthy construction phase. In addition, there are 
hundreds of residents in our community that are regular trail users and appreciate the mature tree 
canopy and park-like setting provided by the trail in the middle of an urbanizing environment. 
Therefore, we have a Strong interest in ensuring that the adverse impacts of the Purple Line, 
which is slated to run through our community over 200 times per day around the clock, are 
minimized. : 


Our review of the FEIS yields two overarching observations. First, the FEIS is deficient 
in that it fails to adequately describe the Purple Line’s impact to our community and the 
environment in terms of vibration levels, noise, tree loss, and other visual impacts. Second, the 
FEIS fails to contain sufficient and concrete commitments by the MTA to additional mitigation 
measures, including measures aimed at further reducing noise and vibration levels; preventing 
tree loss and damage; re-establishing the tree canopy following construction; placing reasonable 
limitations on construction activities; and by issuing clear design guidelines that will ensure all 
' transitway elements are as aesthetically pleasing as possible. ~ 


*In particular, homes on Brierly Court, Jones Bridge Road, Jones Bridge Court, Jones Mill Road, 
Susanna Lane, Coquelin Terrace, and West Coquelin Terrace. 
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Therefore, before the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) issues a Record of Decision, 
it should require that the FEIS be supplemented to include: (1) the results of the additional 
studies and/or analyses demonstrated below as being necessary; and (2) clear and binding 
commitments to additional mitigation measures, as agreed to following a sufficient period of 
time for the MTA to meet with representatives of affected communities (including CRCA) and 
their elected representatives at the Federal, State, and County levels. . 


_ The latter is especially important. Vague promises by the MTA to further coordinate 
with affected communities during the Final Design phase simply will not do. By that point the 
Record of Decision (which sets forth the scope of work) will have already issued, and there will 
no longer be a clear mechanism for affected communities to obtain binding commitments to 
design changes and other mitigation measures. This concern is even greater now that the MTA 
plans to finance this project through a public-private partnership (P3). The MTA has 
acknowledged that the private company that constructs and operates the Purple Line will seek to 
‘maximize its return on investment by identifying so-called “efficiencies” that lead to lower 
construction and operation costs. The translation is obvious: find ways to do things cheaper. _ 
Under these circumstances, a private company will have no incentive whatsoever to depart from 
the scope of work as set forth in the Record of Decision and agree to design changes and 
mitigation measures aimed at reducing the impact to the community and making the project as 
aesthetically pleasing as possible.” 


Indeed, as everyone is well aware; the MTA recently entered into a legally binding 
agreement with the Columbia Country Club in which certain design changes, mitigation 
measures, and limitations on construction activities were agreed to. We also understand that the 
MTA and the Chevy Chase Land Company also have reached a deal regarding the construction 
of a tunnel under the Purple Line to accommodate the Chevy Chase Land Company’s desire for 


* At least one County agency has wisely picked up on this issue and shares our exact concerns. 
As the Montgomery County Department of Parks observed in its comments to the FEIS: 


Bids on the project will be based on the Scope of Work identified in the 
ROD and the contractor will be obligated to fulfill those commitments. 
Due to the fact that this will be a public private partnership, whereby MTA 
will continue to “own” the project, but a private contractor will be 
responsible for both constructing the project and operating the transit line, 
it will be difficult to negotiate additional mitigation and minimization 
measures during the design process that were not spelled out in the ROD. 


Memorandum dated 10/14/2013 from Montgomery County Department of Parks to 
Montgomery County Parks Commission, at p. 2 (available at 
http:/;www.montgomeryplanningboard.org/agenda/2013/agenda20131017e.html) 


This memorandum further observes: “One lesson learned from working on the 
Intercounty Connector (ICC) was that commitments for minimization and mitigation 
measures should be well defined during the FEIS process and confirmed in the record of 
decision (ROD).” (ibid. at p. 3.) 
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an interior road (between Manor Road and Chevy Chase Lake Drive) to facilitate the re- 
development of its shopping center. Therefore, fairness dictates that the MTA continue to work 
with affected communities and legally bind itself to additional mitigation measures by 
incorporating them into the FEIS. We trust that our elected representatives (copied on this letter) 
will see just how imperative it is that additional mitigation measures are developed soon and are 
committed to in writing in the FEIS, and that they will assist us in this effort. 


With that said, our specific comments to the FEIS are as follows: 
II. Comments to the FEIS . 
1. Vibrations 


While the noise levels of the Purple Line have been a great source of concern for many 
communities (including ours), the FEIS reveals that perhaps an even greater threat to the well- 
being and quality of life of nearby residents is the vibrations caused by the Purple Line as it runs 
through our community over 200 times per day, at virtually all hours of the day and night. The 
MTA has often promoted the idea that light rail is quieter than heavy rail, but the same is not true 
with respect to vibrations. As the FEIS explains: “The Purple Line project would introduce LRT 
(light steel-wheel urban transit trains) into areas that currently do not have this source of 
vibration. Typical LRT trains produce similar vibration levels as heavy steel-wheel urban transit 
trains since they both have similar axle suspension systems.” (FEIS Vol. III, Vibration 
Technical Report at p. 4.) The FEIS also states that this vibration can cause “windows, pictures 
on walls, and/or items on shelves to rattle” and that these occurrences can be “intrusive to 
building occupants.” (Ibid.) The FEIS also acknowledges that train speed is a major cause of 
vibration. , 


Given that the MTA plans to run the train at top speed on the segment of the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way that runs through our community, it appears that the homes in our 
community could be among those most affected by vibrations. Yet, the FEIS contains no 
assessments regarding the projected vibration levels to be experienced by the dozens of homes in 
our community that are adjacent to the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The closest 
monitoring station (S6) was on Chevy Chase Lake Drive, close to the Connecticut Avenue 
Station. This failure to specifically study the expected vibration levels in our community leaves 
us in the dark as to what the vibration levels will be, how these vibration levels compare to 
existing conditions, and whether these vibration levels will be in excess of the Federal threshold 
' of 72 VdB. If the vibration levels of the Chevy Chase Lake Drive monitoring station (S6) are 
any indication, it appears to be a virtual certainty that many homes in our community will 
experience a great increase in vibration over 200 times per day that will be very close to (and 
may very well exceed) the FTA’s threshold for “unacceptable” levels of vibration. 


Therefore, it is imperative that specific vibration analyses be performed for each of the 
homes in our community along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way (specifically, between 
Coquelin Run Parkway and Rock Creek). Based on the results of these studies, the MTA should 
evaluate what mitigation measures, such as speed restrictions, should be implemented. 


Finally, it should be noted that the FEIS’s characterization of vibration levels below 72 
VdB as having “no impact” is extremely misleading. The FEIS explains that “[t]he human 
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threshold of perception is around 65 VdB” and “human annoyance from vibration often occurs 

when vibration levels exceed the threshold of perception by only a small margin.” (FEIS Vol. III, 
Vibration Technical Report at p. 3.) Given the very low (indeed, practically non-existent) | 
vibration levels that currently exist in our community along the trail, any perceptible vibration | 
levels at all (especially when occurring over 200 times per day at levels that are near or above the 

federal threshold of 72 VdB) would be a drastic change to the current environment and certainly 

should be viewed as having an “impact” on one’s quality of life and well-being. 


2. Noise 
a. The Failure to Describe the Actual Noise Levels of the Purple Line 


With respect to vibrations levels, the FEIS acknowledges that in terms of “human 
annoyance,” there is a “relationship between the number of daily events and the degree of 
annoyance caused by ground-borne vibration.” The same obviously is true when it comes to 
exposure to noise, but the FEIS speaks only in terms of average decibel levels throughout the 
day. By describing the noise of the Purple Line in terms of average decibel levels, the FEIS 
allows for noise peaks to be averaged with non-peak noise levels to compute an average number 
that is far lower than what nearby residents will actually hear at very regular intervals around the 
clock. (In fact, it appears that the actual noise levels of the Purple Line will be at least 87 
decibels, even after accounting for noise panels and wheel skirts, which is much higher than the 
average decibel levels stated in the FEIS.) For that same reason, the FEIS’s description of the 
adverse impacts to health and well-being that occur at various decibel levels is not very helpful, 
as it does not answer the more pertinent question of what impacts to health and well-being occur 
when subjected to the actual noise levels of the Purple Line at the actual intervals at which the 
train passes by each day (in both directions). 


Therefore, the FEIS needs to specify: (1) the actual decibel levels while the Purple Line is 
travelling through our community, and (2) the potential impacts to health and well-being of 
being subject to those particular noise levels at those particular intervals around the clock. It is 
this approach, rather than the approach used in the FEIS, that will more accurately demonstrate 
the noise impact of the Purple Line. Even if the approach used in the FEIS complies with the 
FTA’s regulations, the actual noise levels should be clearly stated so that residents and their 
elected officials will have a more realistic picture of the potential noise impacts of the Purple 
Line. 





b. Additional flaws with the MTA’s noise analysis 


Because of additional flaws with the MTA’s noise analysis, the noise levels of the Purple 
Line are not accurately stated in the FEIS. In particular: 


1. First, the FEIS acknowledges that the noise created by the Purple Line could be even 
greater in certain spots where there are turns and/or the train is going up or down (and thus 
accelerating or braking). Certainly, there will be such spots in our community, considering that 
the train is to go under Jones Mill Road and then begin its ascent toward Connecticut Avenue. 
However, the FEIS does not specify where these spots are expected to be or what the increased 
noise levels are expected to be. Nor does the FEIS set forth any concrete commitment or 
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procedures for identifying these spots and crafting appropriate mitigation measures before the 
Purple Line is built, or after construction if additional mitigation measures prove to be needed. 


In fact, because the proj ected noise levels of the Purple Line are really just educated 


‘ guesses, nobody knows for sure what exactly they will be when the Purple Line is operating. 


Certainly one can envision a situation where the noise levels will be higher than anticipated, thus 
calling for additional mitigation measures after the Purple Line is built. Therefore, the MTA 
should commit to studying the noise levels of the Purple Line along the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way after it is built and fashioning additional noise mitigation measures where needed. 


2. Second, the noise analysis does not account for any noise emanating from electric 
catenary wires, instead focusing only on noise emanating from the wheels. 


= Third, it is unclear from the FEIS what the noise levels will be when two trains are 
simultaneously passing the same spot (which is sure to happen numerous times throughout the 
day, given the frequency at which trains will be running). 


These additional sources of noise need to be analyzed in order for the true noise levels of 
the Purple Line to be known. 


It also should be noted that the summary of projected noise levels at each of the study 
areas along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way states that “green” tracks will be used (FEIS 
Volume III, Technical Report, Noise Table 5 at p. 18-20), leading the reader to believe that the 
use of green tracks has been committed to. However, the FEIS does not firmly commit to using 
green tracks along this segment of the route; rather, the FEIS only refers to green tracks as a 
possibility being looked into. Given that green tracks could reduce noise levels, the MTA should 
commit to using them throughout the entirety of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 


3. Noise Mitigation Measures 
a. Noise panels between the tracks and residences 


The FEIS notes that the MTA will use four-foot tall noise panels along the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way. It was extremely disappointing to see that these noise panels will result in 
only a reduction of four decibels, and that there was no analysis of the additional noise reduction 
that could be achieved through higher noise panels (e.g.; at 6 feet, 8 feet, etc.). Likewise, there 
does not appear to be any evaluation of how alternative methods of sound reduction (such as by 
extending the retaining walls higher instead of affixing noise panels at the top) could further 
reduce the noise levels of the Purple Line. The MTA should analyze the extent to which further 
noise reduction could be achieved by higher noise panels and/or different materials. 


b. Noise panels between the tracks and the trail 


Given the frequency at which trains will be running and their peak noise levels, trail users 
cannot comfortably carry on a conversation or enjoy a walk, run, or bike ride in such an - 
environment. Simply put, the trail experience following the construction of the Purple Line will 
stand in stark contrast to the current trail experience. Furthermore, such noise levels while using 
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the trail is a safety issue, as trail users may not be able to hear other trail users, including 
warnings from fast-moving bicyclists, putting pedestrians (and particularly children) at risk. 


Therefore, the MTA should implement the same noise mitigation devices between the 
trail and the transit line that it plans to implement between the transit line and adjacent 
properties. This type of noise mitigation will have the extra benefit of significantly reducing 
noise exposures for homes adjacent to the trail, as well as blocking the visual impacts of a train 
passing by every few minutes. 


4, Tree Loss 
a. Loss of trees in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way 


The three-mile long Georgetown Branch right-of-way has been aptly described as a 20- 
acre, park-like woodland in a rapidly urbanizing environment. The construction of the Purple 
Line will result in the complete clear-cutting of hundreds of trees (far more than just the 143 

“specimen trees” mentioned in the FEIS). However, the FEIS does not clearly identify the exact 
number of trees that will be lost along the pene Branch right-of-way. This flawed 
approach raises two issues: 


First, without a more accurate accounting of the tree loss caused by the construction of 


| the Purple Line, the precise obligations of the MTA under applicable Federal, State, and local 


laws to mitigate tree loss and to perform re-forestation are not known (and, frankly, are probably 
being greatly underestimated at this point). 


Second, while the Purple Line has been promoted as having the environmental benefit of 
taking cars off the road (and thus reducing pollution caused by driving), the MTA needs to 
quantify the already existing environmental benefits in terms of air pollution absorption and 
storm water retention currently provided by the trees in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 
The question of whether the Purple Line will be a net environmental benefit cannot be known 
until, among other things, the loss of the naturally occurring environment benefits provided by 
the trees currently in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way is more clearly quantified. 


b. Trees on Private Land 


The FEIS contains no survey of trees on private land adjacent to the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way, nor does it analyze the extent to which such trees may be damaged or killed as a 
result of construction activity. Therefore, the MTA should: (1) conduct a tree survey to identify 
trees on private property whose critical root zones overlap the construction impact zone; (2) 
create tree protection measures (fencing, signage, etc.) in the plans and specifications for the 
construction contract; and (3) enact a monitoring system to ensure trees identified in the survey 
are not impacted by construction operations. To the extent privately owned trees are damaged 
during the construction process, the MTA must commit to compensating the landowner for the 
value of the tree, the cost to have it safely removed, and the cost of planting comparable 
replacement trees. 
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5. Ridership Projections 


The environmental benefits of the Purple Line turn in large part on its ridership (since the 
assumption is that ridership, to some extent, equals a reduction in car trips). However, the 
MTA’s methodology for ridership projections remains a complete mystery to the reader of the 
FEIS. Moreover, simple math and local knowledge calls the ridership projections into question. 
For example, the MTA projects 2,300 boardings per day at the Connecticut Avenue station. 
However, the Chevy Chase Lake Sector Plan recently adopted by the Montgomery County 
Council calls for a net increase of about :1200 residential units within the sector, thus bringing the 
maximum possible number of residential units (over the next 20 years or so) within the entire 
sector (which extends far beyond those immediate areas in walking distance to the Purple Line) 
to not much more than the projected number of boardings at the station. 


To put it in layman’s terms, something just isn’t adding up. It just does not seem possible 
for the number of boardings to be almost equal to the number of residential units within a one- 
mile radius. Even an assumption that only half of the nearby residents will use the Purple Line 
each day would be wildly optimistic. It is reasonable to believe that the same flaws probably 
exist for the ridership projections at other stations. Simply put, any sort of environmental 
benefits of the Purple Line cannot be known without knowing the ridership numbers; and how 
these ridership numbers have been calculated has yet to be explained in sufficient detail. Until 
this occurs (perhaps through commissioning an independent review of the MTA’s methodology 
for calculating ridership), the question of how the environment benefits of the Purple Line stack 
up to the environmental degradation caused by its construction simply cannot be known. 


6. Aesthetics 


The FEIS acknowledges that the Georgetown Branch Trail area is a “visually sensitive 
area” because of the mature trees and the prominence of the natural environment.” (FEIS 
Volume I, Chapter 4 at p. 78.). The FEIS also acknowledges that there will be a “high level” 
impact on the area due to the removal of mature trees and existing vegetation. (Ibid. at 84.) 
However, the FEIS fails to commit the MTA to identifying and preserving the mature trees 
within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way that can possibly be spared. The FEIS also fails to 
commit the MTA to a tree re-planting and landscaping plan to be implemented within any 
remaining portion of the right-of-way not utilized for this project. Even if there is only ten feet 
of right-of-way left over, that should provide ample space for tree planting. 


Furthermore, the FEIS fails to provide any information about the visual characteristics of 


- anumber of aspects of this project, let alone commit the FTA to any design criteria. In 


particular, the FEIS does not specify the appearance of and materials to be used in “transitway 
elements” such as: (1) the retaining walls and noise barriers, (2) the fencing or other barriers to 
be built between the trail and tracks; (3) trail access points, including ramps, and (4) the elevated 
portion of the rail and trail as they ascend above grade towards Connecticut Avenue. Instead, 
the FEIS vaguely states that “MTA will continue to coordinate and consult with affected 
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communities regarding the pesmene treatment of the transitway elements.” (FEIS Volume I, 
Chapter 4, Table 4.1 at 4-6. y 


Therefore, the FEIS should include specific design criteria and mitigation measures that 
legally bind the MTA to the following: 


I All retaining walls and noise barriers should be designed in an aesthetically pleasing 
manner, including the use of natural stone, textures and designs that are compatible with the 
residential environment, and are designed, with the intention of preserving as much as possible 
the wooded and rustic environment that currently exists and is intended to be achieved again 
once construction is complete. The precise design guidelines should be determined and 
committed to after consultation with representatives from affected communities along the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way (including cae: and their elected officials at the Federal, 
State, and County level. 


es To the extent right-of-way remains unused for the rail or trail, commit to planting as 
many trees as is ecologically possible within the unused portion of the trail. 


3. Provide funds to homeowners whose property is adjacent to the Georgetown Branch 

right-of-way for the purpose of planting trees and shrubs along the property lines abutting the 

right-of-way in order to replace the lost vegetation that currently provides a visual buffer from 
_ the trail. 


7. Water runoff 


. The FEIS is silent as to the potential effects of the construction of the Purple Line on 
water runoff in the area of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The increase in impervious 
surfaces due to the construction of retaining walls, tracks, etc., and the effect of heavy 
construction has the potential to cause significant changes in, and potentially increase, the water 
run-off along our homes. Given that runoff from the project will flow directly into Coquelin Run 
and Rock Creek, this is a vitally important issue. Therefore, the MTA should commit to the 
surface of the new trail being a permeable material such as permeable asphalt or permeable 
concrete, and to the tracks being built on grass or another natural, permeable surface (which 
likely would help mitigate the noise and vibration issues described above), 


8. Construction Activities 


The FEIS is silent on the potential adverse effects from construction, including air and 
water pollution, the noise levels that residents are likely to experience from the trucks and heavy 
machinery, potential air pollution including exhaust fumes, dust or other particles, potential 
water contamination or other potential dangers. However, it is abundantly clear that the 


> The FEIS states only that “the right-of-way would have four foot retaining walls.” (FEIS 
Volume I, Chapter 4 at p. 85). However, due to the topography, several homes along the right- 
of-way (including several in our community) will have retaining walls at least 15 feet high near 
their backyards, dramatically changing the visual character of the wooded and secluded 
environment currently enjoyed. 
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construction process for the Purple Line has the potential to create a significant negative effect 
on our residential community. According to Chapter 5 of the FEIS, construction of the Purple 
Line will take well over five years, not counting unanticipated delays. In addition, the FEIS 
states that surface and above ground construction will take place 6 days per week for 15 hours 
per day (7 days, 24 hours per day for underground / tunnel work). The transportation of 
materials by trucks also may take place 24 hours per day. Furthermore, the FEIS states that 
construction of the rail and trail in our community will require the use of heavy equipment such 
as cranes, excavators, bulldozers, loaders, dump trucks, and when necessary rigs to install piles. 


Subjecting a quiet, residential community to this sort of noise and disruption is entirely 
unacceptable. Residents who live full time in these homes include individuals of all ages, and 
sleep disruptions likely to be caused by heavy construction that begins early in the morning and 
lasts late into the night will have serious health effects. Therefore, construction activities should 
be limited to 8:00 am through 5:00 pm on weekdays and 9:00 am through 4:00 pm on weekends. 


WI. Conclusion 


Before a Record of Decision is issued, the FEIS must be supplemented to include the 
results of the additional studies demonstrated above to be necessary, and to include firm 
commitments to various mitigation measures. In particular, the FEIS must be supplemented to 
include: 


1. Vibration studies for the residences along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way; 


2. A summary of the actual noise levels of the Purple Line (expressed in terms of the actual 
decibel levels at specific distances from the centerline of the rail), based on a noise analysis that 
take into account the additional noise created by the catenary wires and the increased noise levels 
that occur when two trains are in the same vicinity; 


3. An analysis of the additional noise mitigation that can be achieved through the use of taller 
sound panels and/or different materials; 


4. A commitment to using grass tracks in the segment of the project running along the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way; 


5. Amore precise survey of the actual tree loss that will occur within the Georgetown Branch 
. right-of-way as a result of construction; 


6. A precise analysis of the environmental benefits currently provided by the trees within the . 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way in terms of air pollution absorption and storm water retention; 


7. A full disclosure and explanation of the methodology used to determine the ridership 
projections; 


8. Following meetings with representatives of affected communities and their elected | 
representatives, a firm and detailed commitment to a tree-loss prevention plan and tree re- 
planting plan (as more fully described above at pages 7-8), and a firm and detailed commitment 
to design criteria relating to the appearance of and materials to be used in various transitway 
elements (as more fully described above at pages 7-8); and 
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9. An agreement to limit construction activities according to the constraints set forth above at 
pages 8-9. 


Sincerely, 


Phil MacWilliams 
President 
Coquelin Run Citizens Association 


cc (via email): 

Christopher Van Hollen, Jr., U.S. Representative, | Maryland 8th Congressional District 
Richard S. Madaleno, Jr., Maryland State Senator, District 18 

Ike Leggett, Montgomery County Executive 

Roger Berliner, Montgomery County Councilmember, District 1 


Michael Madden, Purple Line Project Manager, Maryland Transit Administration 
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Sudhindra 

Bengeri 
dhin2pa@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Sudhindra Bengeri 


2206 Quinton Rd 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Jacek 

Nowakowski 
jnowakowski@ushmm.org 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jacek Nowakowski 


9525 STARMONT RD 
Bethesda, MD 20817 
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Andrew 

Medley 
andrewmedley@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Andrew Medley 


8914 1st Ave 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #967 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


D 


UO} [a O 
Nn Ne) uo Oo 


Alex 
Zajac 
zajac.alex@gmail.com 


As a long-time resident of the Bethesda-Chevy Chase area, write to you 
to 

express my concern for the proposed changes to the Capital Crescent 
Trail 

by way of the construction of the purple line. 


| use the Capital Crescent to bike to work every weekday and would be 
significantly inconvenienced by construction along the trail. A purple 
line that is unfriendly to bikers and pedestrians will force me to drive 
and put another car on the crowded roads. 


Additionally | am very concerned about the noise from the trains and 
how it 

will affect the safety of those walking and biking along side of them. 
Loud train noise could lead to collisions when pedesirians pass each 
other. 


In summary, I'm not in favor of the purple line and believe that the 
Capital Crescent should be improved and commuters incentivized to use 
it 

instead of a rail line. 

Thanks. 


-Alex Zajac 
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Steve 

Van Pelt 
steve.van.pelt@ed.gov 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Steve Van Pelt 


4213 Queensbury Rd. 
Hyattsville, MD 20781 
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Sally 
Kelly 
salkelly@earthlink.net 


| support E/W transport, but the current Purple Line design is a very poor 
solution both functionally and creatively. It unnecessarily increases 
environmental cost and negative impacts to neighboring residents and 
businesses, while decreasing user friendliness and safety for bikers and 
pedestrians. 


po should be considered which placed the much-used and loved 
apital 

Crescent trail OVER the tracks, with the tracks remaining in their existing 
location. This is not an expensive tunnel solution. Please read on. 
Benefits: 


1. A simple bridge type construction for the trail over the tracks would 
more effectively separate pedestrians/bikes for safety, while improving 
their experience: up near the trees instead of beside the noisy trains. 

2. Frequent access points would be easier to achieve at more locations, 
using stairs and ramps rather than actually crossing the tracks, making it 
much safer for those who need to cross the track and more flexible to 
meet 

needs as they arise over time. 

3. Saving trees and maintaining biodiversity. In fact, biodiversity could 
be enhanced with plantings on berms and planted along the trail, similar 
to 

a green roof. 

4. Low buffering berms already exist in many locations and could 
continue to 

be used for safety and sound mitigation. Increased sound buffering with 
no 

additional cost! New berms could be added where needed. 

5. Elevated trail above the tracks would serve to mitigate sound, 
especially 

if additional enclosure was provided from beneath the trail to the berm or 
track. 

6. An elevated trail would keeping falling leaves off the tracks by 
covering 

them. Much preferable to cutting hundreds of mature trees.... 

7. Cover/protect electrical lines above the trains and under the trail 
rather than bury them under the tracks. Easier to service, and cheaper 
to 

build. 


| urge you to reconsider this design option. A visit (even virtual) to New 
York City's High Line would be very instructive. 

It's not too late to go back to the drawing board to mitigate conflict (and 
costly legal battles) create some “win-win? opportunities, save time and 
money, and make Maryland a leader in creative, environmentally 
friendly 

solutions to urban travel. 


Sally Kelly 
Chevy Chase, MD 
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Jennifer 

Loss 
jlossifer@hotmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


wheat Please support the CCT. Cycling has become a safe viable 
alternative 

to driving in the area, and this will only make it better. | often commute 
via bicycle, and appreciate having dedicated trails for bikes for safety 
and enjoyment. Commuting via bicycle is win-win for everyone. It's 
great for our health, the environment and for reducing auto traffic. | am 
a regular user of the the trail, and other regional trails. Please support 
the CCT!!! Thank you. 


Sincerely, 
Jennifer Loss 
Thank you. 
Jennifer Loss 


8201 Flower Ave. #3 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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Brandis 

O'Neal 
brandis.oneal@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Brandis O'Neal 


80 Seaton PI NW 
Washington, DC 20001 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #972 DETAIL 








First Name : Reuben 
Last Name : Snipper 
Email Address : reuben01@morden-snipper.org 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 


support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 


between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
3 separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
: Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Reuben Snipper 


705 Erie Ave 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 
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brian 

metzger 
BRIANJMETZGER@GMAIL.COM 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless of the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
also critical. Montgomery County has a unique opportunity to lead by 
example in the development of more sustainable and reasonable 
development by utilizing its local resources and existing infrastructure 
including the existing parks and bicycling network to create an 
exceptional transit system for its residents. The sprawl must stop and 
redevelopment of close in communities prioritized. 


Thank you. 
brian metzger 


1103 dryden st 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 
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Jessica 

Tunon 
jess2non@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jessica Tunon 


5710 Black Hawk Drive 
Forest Heights, MD 20745 
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Carol 
Jones 
caroljones@starpower.net 


: Wayne Avenue Power Substation site : | am a resident of the 

even 

Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood whose home is a couple of blocks from 
the 

proposed Wayne Avenue Power Substation site. | write to ask that MTA 
keep 

OPEN the issue of what to do about the Power Substation on Wayne. 
It's not 

just us residents, but the County as well, that will benefit from preserving 
the character of our neighborhood by assuring a Substation 
location/design 

that's compatible with our area." 


2. Proposed Dale Ave Station: | am located 1 block from Wayne and 
Dale 

and 6 blocks from Bonifant and Fenton, the site of the library station. Ina 
time of fiscal restraint, the Dale Ave station would serve very few people 
in this single-family home area, and would shorten their distance to a 
station by at most 6 block walk. For the small number of participants in 
the 

current density, this does not pass the benefit-cost test we need to apply 
for such public investments. This is PUBLIC transportation, not private 
door-to-door transportation. This stop only makes sense if the plan is to 
create high density development in the area, which has been denied by 
those 

involved. To widen Wayne to accommodate a future stop there is also 
an 

inappropriate expenditure of public money (ie costs exceed benefits) 
unless 

the purpose is to create a high density development zone where there 
are now 

single-family houses. 


Carol Jones 
730 dartmouth ave 


Silver Spring MD 20910 
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First Name : Anne 
Last Name : Vorce 
Email Address : avorce@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Attached are our FEIS Comments. 
Thank you. 


Anne Vorce and Bill Shaw 
Attachments : MTA_FEIS-Comment_letter.doc (31 kb) 





618 Bennington Drive 
Silver Spring 20910 
October 21, 2013 


Dear MTA, 


We are residents of the Seven Oaks-Evanswood neighborhood. We live within walking distance 
of the Purple Line and the nearby Traction Power Station, as currently planned. 


We are writing to comment on two critical issues raised by the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement: 
(1) The location of the Traction Power Station and 
(2) The environmental challenges to our watershed (including tree canopy and impervious 
surface threats) raised by the construction of the Purple Line 


1, Location of the Traction Power Station 


We are writing to urge you to keep the location of the Traction Power Station (TPSS) open for the 
time being until a solution can be found which is acceptable to the neighborhood that has to live 
every day with the consequences. Your original plan - to put the Traction Power Substation at 
Wayne at Cloverfield as an open-air installation surrounded by a long, high, fence or wall — will 
not be compatible with this neighborhood. 


In addition to making a change in the location, we also understand that smaller TPSS units are 
available, which would make them fit more easily into the surrounding area. 


We understand that our position is supported by County Executive Ike Leggett and our 
Councilmember Valerie Ervin. Our Annapolis delegation is also becoming interested in our 
viewpoint. 


2. Watershed Impacts on Sligo Creek and Federal Clean Water Act Compliance 


Our community is located in the heart of the Sligo Creek sub-watershed of the Anacostia 
Watershed. What happens around here ultimately shows up in our drinking water and contributes 
to the health of the Chesapeake Bay. Many efforts and a lot of money are currently being devoted 
to restoration of our watershed. We are talking about what goes into the water as well as the tree 
canopy that protects it. It would be tragic — if not idiotic — to undercut our watershed in the name 
of the environment. 


To limit environmental harm, the Purple Line route through the Sligo Creek sub-watershed must 
be carefully designed and constructed through close coordination with our local watershed groups 
(the Friends of Sligo Creek, the Neighbors of the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia, the 
Anacostia Riverkeeper, the Potomac Conservancy, to name a few), M-NCPPC Montgomery 
County Planning Department’s environmental staff, the Department of Environmental Protection, 
the Department of Permitting Services stormwater and sediment control permit review, with 
oversight and coordination from the Maryland Department of the Environment and the Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources in order to fully comply with federal Clean Water Act mandates. 
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That being said, we support improvement of our bus system rather than the considerably more expensive and on 
balance less environmentally sound Purple Line as the best solution to improve east-west mass transit at a time of 
global warming and fiscal pressures. 


For a start, as far as we can tell from the information you provided, the relocation of Sligo Creek 
now planned is unnecessary and disruptive to its restoration. This planned activity is not trivial 
and we would like to understand better why no alternative is preferable. 


Moreover, MTA must work with DEP and the Montgomery County Planning Department to assure 
compliance with federally mandated Total Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) allowed under the 
Clean Water Act. Sligo Creek, in particular, is subject to pollutant loading limits defining maximum 
amounts of pollutants that it can receive in order to meet water quality standards. 


The County is about to renegotiate its MS4 Permit with the State, in which it is expected to be 
under pressure to meet even more stringent pollution targets. Montgomery County DEP is 
charged locally with administering the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit Program, an EPA regulatory program 
administered in Maryland by the Maryland Department of the Environment. The program is 
intended to reduce and eliminate pollution from rainfall runoff, which flows through storm drain 
systems to local streams, ponds, and other waterways. Specifically, the goal of the MS4 Permit 
program is to restore and maintain the chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the nation's 
waters, as defined in the Clean Water Act, by controlling previously uncontrolled sources of 
pollution across the landscape that are transported by rainfall runoff or stormwater. It would be 
unfortunate to say the least if the County MS4 Permit were either undermined or treated 
separately from any environmental pressures created by the Purple Line Construction, as now 
planned. 


More specifically, during tunnel construction at Manchester and Wayne, bridge construction over 
Sligo Creek on Wayne, Best Management Practices and additional measures must be taken to 
completely control sediment and erosion, as well as restricting the flow of toxins, trash, and other 
materials that will impair Sligo Creek beyond the TMDLs set by the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). Sediment control has been given stronger teeth by the recent State changes, 
adopted by the County earlier this year. 


Moving beyond the construction phase, use of “green tracks,” including infiltration under the 
tracks, in sensitive areas such as Sligo Creek will work to reduce heavy metals, salt, organic 
molecules, and nutrients from entering the creek. 


Stormwater runoff from impervious surface is the fastest rising source of pollution in the 
Chesapeake Bay. The good news is that under Maryland’s Stormwater Management Act of 2007, 
the requirement for stormwater management and sediment control for projects has changed its 
focus. The Purple Line project will present an opportunity to implement stormwater management 
practices that are presently absent. 


Thank you for your consideration. 
Sincerely, 


Anne Vorce and Bill Shaw 
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cynthia 

parker 
SSTbooks@aol.com 

To Purple Line FEIS MTA: 


For over 20 years sellers in Silver Spring Books have enjoyed 
congenial and beneficial relationships with the community, neighboring 
businesses and Montgomery County. Now it seems that we may be 
negatively impacted by the Purple Line. 

We and our customers are concerned that the potential financial impact 
on us may be devastating. The noise and vibrations could impact 
stability of books on shelves. The ability of customers to access the 
store may be difficult or dangerous. Please consider this in planning 
and contact us with any changes. 


Thank you, 
Cynthia Parker 
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Attachments : 


Tina 
Slater 
Action Committee for Transit 


slater.tina@gmail.com 
Resending (had misspelled FEIS e-mail address below). 


woneeee--- Forwarded message ---------- 

From: Tina Slater <slater.tina@gmail.com> 

Date: Mon, Oct 21, 2013 at 5:44 PM 

Subject: FEIS Comments - Action Committee for Transit Supports the 
Purple 

Line 

To: FEIS@purplinemd.com 

Cc: county council <county.council@montgomerycountymd.gov>, county 
exec ike 

leggett <ike.leggett@montgomerycountymd.gov>, 
sheila.hixson@house.state.md.us, Tom Hucker 
<tom.hucker@house.state.md.us>, 

Heather Mizeur <heather.mizeur@house.state.md.us>, Jamie Raskin < 
jamie.raskin@senate.state.md.us>, Governor Martin O'Malley < 
mom@gov.state.md.us> 


Dear MTA: 


The Action Committee for Transit was founded 27 years ago, primarily to 
push for the concept of a trolley line between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. 

Since that time, the concept has grown into the 16-mile, Bethesda to 
New 

Carrollton, light rail Purple Line. 


ACT eagerly awaits the funding and start of construction of this long 
awaited East-West transit project. 


Please find our letter of comments attached. 


--- Sincerely, 
Tina Slater, President 


Action Committee for Transit 
www.actfortransit.org 


slater.tina@gmail.com 
301-585-5038 


ACT.Ltr.FEIS PL Comments.2013-10-21 .pdf (63 kb) 





Action Committee for Transit 
www.actfortransit.org P.O. Box 7074, Silver Spring, MD 20907 


Purple Line 

Maryland Transit Administration 

100 S. Charles St., Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 20201 


Dear MTA: 


The Purple Line will provide a missing East-West, cross-suburban mass transit link. It will connect suburban 
communities and job centers, providing a quality alternative to driving on the congested Beltway. By linking major 
suburban centers and existing rail and bus lines, the Bethesda-to-New Carrollton light rail line will cut travel time 
for tens of thousands of area residents. For example, travel time from Langley Park to Bethesda will drop to about 
22 minutes, far faster than is possible today by car or by bus. Trains will go between Silver Spring and Bethesda in 
8/2 minutes. Daily ridership on the Purple Line is projected to be 69,000 in 2030 and 74,500 in 2040. 


The Purple Line will offer shorter commutes, less pollution, stations that support walkable communities, and the 
opportunity to "finish the trail" so that people can walk or bike between Silver Spring and Bethesda. Further, 
money spent to build and operate the Purple Line will stay close to home and pay wages to Marylanders, instead of 
going overseas to pay for imported oil. 


The Purple Line supports Maryland's technology-based economic development strategy by linking the University 
of Maryland to the economic engines of Bethesda and Silver Spring. Residents near the Purple Line stops will have 
access to all these key job centers and their many thousands of jobs. 


The gas tax increase voted by the legislature in March will provide the state's share of the cost, and is timed to yield 
maximum revenue in 2015 and 2016 when construction starts. Action Committee for Transit (ACT) will be 
following closely the various funding options that the State is reviewing. ACT eagerly awaits the beginning of 
Purple Line construction. 


Sincerely, 

Tina Slater, President 

Action Committee for Transit 
www.actfortransit.org 


slater.tina@ gmail.com 
301-585-5038 
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Thank you for producing and distributing this FEIS. | am a neighbor, 
living in the surrounding community (about 2 blocks from the planned 
path of the Purple Line in downtown Silver Spring) and | appreciate the 
opportunity to provide input. 


In general, | support mass transit in general and the Purple Line in 
particular. However, | am very concerned about several environmental 
aspects of the Purple Line in downtown Silver Spring. These concerns 
are 

heightened because | see major modifications made to other portions of 
the Purple Line to minimize impacts on existing communities and 
businesses. While | appreciate the design changes made to date to 
accommodate the Silver Spring community, these modifications are not 
similar to the scale of the accommodations made elsewhere, particularly 
in the western portion in Chevy Chase and Bethesda. While the Silver 
Spring community, in general, does not have the financial resources to 
Hae legal action as do some of these other communities, we now 
fin 

ourselves disproportionately burdened by impacts. Given that our 
community has been designated as an Environmental Justice area, and 
already has less green space, denser housing, older low-income 
housing 

with associated environmental stressors (e.g., poorly-maintained lead 
paint), and other issues, SI feel that care should be taken to ensure 
that the effects on the downtown Silver Spring community - and the 
residential community in particular - are no greater than the effects 
along any other point on the line. 


Currently, our residential neighborhoods which lie along the Wayne 
Avenue corridor will disproportionately bear the brunt of the Purple 
Line’s impact. This is the only stretch of the 16-mile rail line where 
trains will travel close to front doors of homes in long-established 
neighborhoods while sharing lanes with cars on a county road. | ask that 
the Maryland Transit Administration do more to more significantly 
reduce, and is possible eliminate, adverse impacts including: 

- noise, 

- vibration, 

- alarge power substation plopped in a residential area (regardless of 
costume), 

- watershed degradation, 

- loss of open green space on public school property (SSIMS), 

- elimination of mature tree canopy, 

- loss of private property and right-of-way green space, and 

- vulnerability of upzoning for the residential area around a proposed 
station. 


Otherwise, it is not fair, and it is not right. And it is not what is 

being done in our sister communities to our west (particularly but not 
solely as documented in recent newspaper articles), which already bear 
less of an environmental burden. 


In addition to requesting more effective actions to alleviate the above 
environmental concerns and others, | also agree with the neighboring 
citizen associations and request that MTA establish a working group with 
residents to meet monthly on design, implementation, construction and 
operation issues as we embark together on building a new transit 
system 

in our region. Further, | request that this working group be tasked with 
developing and coming to consensus on improvements that will be 
implemented, as opposed to simply checking a box for public input. 


Again, | support public transit and | look forward to having the Purple 


Line, IF it is done correctly, with respect for our community and with 
respect for principles of environmental justice. 


Thank you for consideration of these comments. 
Doreen Cantor Paster 


703 Hankin Street 
Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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Last Name : Don 
Email Address : donnieupstate@yahoo.com 
Submission Content/Notes : MTA & FTA: 


| live in Virginia and frequently bike the Capitol Crescent Trail with my 
buddies. 


We spend money in Bethesda and Chevy Chase during these rides. 


If the Purple line gets approved we will no longer ride in Maryland, and 
certainly won't spend any money there. 


You simply do not share our values of protecting green spaces for 
recreation. 


Your values are transporting people from strip malls to big box retail. 
Pathetic. 


Shame on you. 


Donnie 
Northern Virginia 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #985 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Marsha 
Meehan 
mgm.list.mail@verizon.net 


After years of supporting the Purple Line (despite its proximity to my 
home and some fairly direct-hitting adverse ramifications), | met the 
existing, operative Capital Crescent Trail. It is now one of my favorite 
places to walk (of the flat variety; | also like the "dirt" and varied terrain of 
Rock Creek Park); and | delight that | can set out for a walk not far from 
my home in Silver Spring, and alight in Bethesda. 


| am greatly concerned that the trail, as it will be left following the Purple 
Line, will be no such entity that | would care to visit. | am also concerned 
for the people whose homes abut the trail / proposed P.L. route. It also 
seems that the habitat of the area--for birds and other small entities-- 
would be greatly altered; to the detriment of these creatures? 


My understanding is that the trail was intended to be adjunct to the 
Purple Line. Personally, I've come to love it as it is--and have difficulty 
imagining it as a desirable walking environment once the Purple Line is 
running, many trips each day, directly alongside, and very near, it. 


| don't know what the answer is, but feel compelled to express this 
opinion, in hopes the trail can somehow be preserved--as much as 
possible, in its current state. It is a precious asset to our area. 


Thank you for your consideration to my concern.. 
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First Name : Krysten 
Last Name : Jenci 
Email Address : CaliforniaKJ@hotmail.com 
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David 

Cranor 
volcrano@gmail.com 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
David Cranor 


307 Kentucky Ave SE 
Washington, DC 20003 
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Darian 

Unger 
darianunger@yahoo.com 
Dear MTA: 


As a strong supporter of the Purple Line, | want to thank you for 
considering our comments regarding the FEIS. 


| eagerly await the funding and start of this long-awaited East-West 
transit project and expect that it will replace thousands of cars on the 
roads. | also express my hope that the project will be done thoughtfully 
and with construction that is sensitive to the community so that the 
Purple Line can serve as a model of 

successful public transit. 


Part of being thoughtful and sensitive to the community means: 

* ensuring safe pedestrian access across Wayne avenue, especially at 
the 

corners of Fenton Street, Cedar Street, Dale Drive, and Sligo Creek 
Parkway. 

* considering either burying the TPSS along Wayne Avenue or replacing 
it with smaller stations along the route 

* ensuring that the TPSS near the Silver Spring Transit Center does not 
impede development (or can be built over) in an area targeted for high 
density 

* mitigating the effects on local businesses on the East side of 
Montgomery County that will be negatively impacted by construction 

* working constructively with the county to assist affected homeowners 
and renters 

* preserving as many trees as possible along the route 


Many thanks for your thoughtful consideration. 


Sincerely, 

Darian Unger 

8204 Cedar St. 

Silver Spring, MD 20910 





Submission Content/Notes : Please save the Trail and do not move forward with plans for the Purple 


Line. Even with modifications for a running/biking trail, the Purple Line 
will destroy this invaluable resource for Montgomery County. Please 
see the article | wrote below about the trail, which was published in the 
Washington Post in April 2008. | urge you to preserve this beautiful 
asset for future generations. Sincerely - Krysten Jenci 


http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp- 
dyn/content/article/2008/04/23/AR2008042302090.html 


Scenic Trails, Strong Community and Vibrant Diversity Equal Love for 
Montgomery 


Krysten Jenci and her son, Benjamin, 4, in March on the Chevy Chase 
portion of the Crescent Trail, which is also popular with bicyclists and 
bird-watchers. 


Krysten Jenci and her son, Benjamin, 4, in March on the Chevy Chase 
portion of the Crescent Trail, which is also popular with bicyclists and 
bird-watchers. (By Lois Raimondo -- The Washington Post) 


Thursday, April 24, 2008 
Trails, Parks And Recreation 
Finding Serenity Off the Road 


| moved to Bethesda from Arlington in 1995. It took only a few weeks to 
discover the allure of downtown Bethesda and the Capital Crescent 
Trail. | was a novice to the world of running, and the trail beckoned me to 
run just one mile at first: to River Road and back. In the summertime, the 
emerald-green trees protected me from the hazy Washington sun. 


In the fall, the trail was lined with deep orange, crimson-red and canary- 
yellow leaves that mysteriously led me to run to the Dalecarlia Tunnel, 
six miles away. 


Soon | was training for a marathon, running round trip from downtown 
Bethesda to Georgetown every Saturday morning. | trained dutifully for 
the big race -- stretching my legs near the Barnes & Noble on Bethesda 
Avenue and faithfully grabbing my granola bagel from Bethesda Bagels 
after a long run. 


Running in the first Montgomery County Marathon in the Parks was a 
phenomenal experience. My husband awaited my finish on the Capital 
Crescent Trail in downtown Bethesda. | picked up my pace when | saw 
him and felt so proud as | completed the final mile. The trail that saw me 
through one meager mile at the beginning of my journey had now led me 
to complete 26.2 miles. It was tremendously satisfying. 


Running helped me find peace during hectic times at work and at home. 
The trail was a place to think, dream and find balance. But as life 
became more complicated, there was less time for running. 


Several years later, we were blessed by the arrival of Benjamin, a 
beautiful baby boy. With his birth on a cold December afternoon, we 
spent our first few months in the cocoon of our home. | quickly found 
myself again drawn to long walks, pushing Benjamin in his stroller on our 
neighborhood trail. After a difficult winter with a new baby, the April 
cherry blossoms in the Kenwood neighborhood along the trail ushered in 
a wonderful new stage in our lives. Benjamin would gaze at the cherry 


blossom wonderland, and | once again found serenity on the trail. We 
greeted friends and neighbors on the streets of downtown Bethesda and 
felt embraced by our community. 


The Capital Crescent Trail is like an old, faithful friend. It has 
encouraged me to take on new challenges, given me peace and 
tranquillity, and helped me deal with being a new mother. 
Krysten Jenci 


Bethesda 
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Daniel 

Handwerker 
dan.handwerker@gmail.com 
To whom it may concern, 


| have several comments in response to the FEIS: 


1. The parallel trail for pedestrians and cyclists between Bethesda and 
downtown Silver Spring has long been a key part of the Purple Line 
project. The FEIS notes that if they cannot get CSX right-of-way, then 
one alternative is to not build a separate trail from the Talbot Ave Bridge 
to downtown Silver Spring. | do not consider this an acceptable 
alternative. Perhaps alternative routes for a trail are necessary, but an 
option where the rail, but not the trail is built, should be removed from 
consideration. 


2. The existing Georgetown Branch trail between Lyttonsville and 
Bethesda isn't just recreation path. It is a significant commuter artery 
with significant use all year. The FEIS notes that efforts will be made to 
build in stages, but | wanted to stress the importance of keeping the trail 
closed for as short a time as possible. My biggest concern is the section 
of the Georgetown Branch trail from the current eastern terminus to 
Jones Mill Road. For this section, there are no easy on-road detours. 
Closure of the subsection from Grubb Rd to Jone Mill Road would turn a 
flat 0.5 mile trail into a 1 mile detour down and up steep hills. | am well 
aware the it takes time to knock down and rebuild the bridge in this 
section, but efforts should be made to ensure that build-time in this 
section is minimized with a priority to reopen the trail even if track work 
continues. 


3. | could find little mention of adding tree cover and shade along the 
trail. It was recently reported that the section through the golf course 
east of Connecticut Ave will have extra space for sound and vibration 
dampers. Will this make it harder to plant trees near the trail in this 
section? Tree shade is vital for keeping trail safe on hot days and will 
probably also help moderate air conditioning needs on the trains. 


| am looking forward to taking the completed Purple Line and commuting 
on the trail! 


Sincerely, 


Daniel Handwerker 

8704 Milford Ave 

Silver Spring, MD 20910 
301-588-1849 
dan.handwerker@gmail.com 
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First Name : Mary G. 
Last Name : Clay 
Email Address : marymgclay@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The trail is a part of our community. It has been a part for many years 
and used by young and old, why would anyone consider eliminating one 
of the few parts of our community that has natural beauty and is used by 
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First Name: Randall 
Last Name : Bosin 
Email Address : ranbos@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : | live right behind where the Purple Line will run. | frequent the trail as a 
walker and biker and attended a local meeting about the Purple Line 
progress. They spoke of 2 years of disruption for construction (when 
pressed; they didn't seem to have aclear answer to this initially) The 
story about the trail and how the Purple Line will affect it seems to keep 

changing. The latest version calls for less foliage and separation 
between the two. At points, like the tunnel under Wisconsin Avenue, 
there is clearly not enough room to have a decent hiker/biker path and 
the Purple Line co-exist. Further, | live near the proposed station at 

E14 Lytonsville. In this area we will bear a disproportionate amount of the 

3 Ongoing noise from train (maintenance and other operations at the 
terminal center at all hours, on top of the disruption and noise of 
Sonn and having hundreds of trolley cars go by every day and 
night. 


People on the Western end of the Purple line will reap few benefits from 
the Purple Line, since few are traveling West to East, yet will reap many 

J of the problems, like encroachment on the Capital Crescent trail. The 
whole project has been oversold (mainly a way to move cheap labor 
from poorer areas in places like Prince Georges to wealthier areas 
where there might be work, where, for example, Nanny's and restaurant 
workers and day laborers might find jobs. However once current illegal 
immigrants, who comprise a significant portion of this labor market 
achieve legal status their continuing to be a source of cheap labor for 
areas like Bethesda and Chevy Chase will be called into question. 
Meanwhile, few living on the Western end of the line have much need or 
interest in traveling to the Eastern End. 


Furthermore, there are buses that transport people East to West (and 
vica versa) that run down East West Highway, so the need for this 
disruptive line is doubtful. 


In sum, | am convinced that the Purple Line will negatively impact on the 
trail and the overall ecosystem and environment in the area and that 
these concerns have been downplayed by the proponents and the 
media and the local and state authorities, who say they support the trail's 
survival, but seem far more committed to a new way to move cheap 
labor to where it is most sought or needed. | have no doubt that the 
apartment complex | live in which is right off the trail will be adversely 
affected during and after the long construction process.. 


Thank you for considering my input on this matter. 
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Ann 
Cowgill 
Ann.m.cowgill@gmail.com 


My husband and | are strongly opposed to the Purple Line. We use the 
trail on a daily basis for walking our large dog, bike riding and exercise 
walking. We see deer and fawns, fox with their offspring, chipmunks, 
and a variety of other animals while the birds sing in the background. 
The sunlight filters through the green tree canopy above and dapples on 
the trail users below. We moved into this neighborhood and to this 
location mostly to find a well established community that was within 
walking distance to downtown Bethesda. 

The peacefulness that we have enjoyed on the trail will be shattered 
if the Purple Line is it in. The green, mature canopy above will 
unnecessarily best ripped down, a wide area of mature trees will be 
razed, cement will replace the small streams and the bird songs will 
either evaporate or be drowned out by the loud, penetrating mechanical 
noise of the Purple Line train every few minutes up until 1 AM and 
starting again at 5 AM ( as per the plahnners who met with residents at 
BC-C High School several months ago). 

There are other alternatives such as buses which are already 
operating successfully today between Bethesda and Silver Spring as 
testified by architect Sara O'Neil-Manion and offer a far more economical 
and environmentally supportive means of travel. 
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John 

Watson 

jwatson20070101@gmail.com 

Don't build the Purple Line on the trail. 

Building the Purple Line will drive up traffic -- a rebuilt Chevy Chase 
Lake will bring more parking places, more cars, and will make the 
outbound commute worse. 

Building the Purple Line will destroy a trail used day and night by 
walkers, runners, cyclists, young and old, kids walking home from 
school, commuters. 


No matter what they say, building the Purple Line will destroy the trail. 
You can't walk or bike next to a roaring train -- try it some time. 


No matter what they say, building the Purple Line will adversely impact 
neighborhoods. Look at the proposed traction power stations. 


No matter what they say, residents don't want it - business interests do. 


Finally, destroying the trail is an irreversible decision. Once it is built, the 
trail is gone forever. 


Don't build it. 
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First Name : Loch 
Last Name : Trimingham 
Email Address : trimingham@mac.com 


Submission Content/Notes : We live on the west coast, but have walked the trail. We found it a 
surprising urban nature escape from the immediate surroundings of the 
city. It would be a shame to spoil this for a noisy, short segment of a 


PLEASE consider keeping this treasure 
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Business/Agency/Associati Kefa Cafe 
on Name : 


Email Address : kefacafe@att.net 
Submission Content/Notes : We are the owners 
E14 of Kefa Cafe on Bonifant St. We are concerned that the purple line will 
have major negative impact on our business that are not addressed in 
Our front door is only about four feet from the proposed train lane. 


E.10 The FEIS did not do studies on the noise or vibrations on Bonifant 
street. So we cannot ask for mitigation of the impacts. 


We are also concerned about the poles blocking our customer 
- access. 
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Georgia 

Guhin 

gbguhin@gmail.com 

I'm writing to urge you to reconsider the Light Rail Purple Line Project. 
While | am in favor of investment in mass transit, | believe that the 
financial situation in Montgomery County obligates us to use our dollars 
wisely. Projects that do not promise high ridership and that are unlikely 
to remove a high number of individual vehicles from our roadways are 
not 

wise investments. Furthermore, years before shovels strike the ground 
the 

estimated costs continue skyrocket. In addition, it's clear that the 
planners chose to not illustrate a number of factors that should have 
been 

considered from the inception of the project including; the number of 
homes 

and businesses that would be destroyed, the many power stations that 
would 

be forced into neighborhoods, the dangerous pedestrian crossing 
between 

B-CC and the Town of Chevy Chase, and the huge number of trees that 
would 

be felled to accommodate the noisy intrusion. 


Why are county planners promoting far more cost-effective and 
adaptable 
smart bus lines in other areas of the county, but not here? 


Why are planners so eager to destroy a beautiful and well used 
resource, 

while NYC has the good sense to build the High Line, which has 
beautified a 

large swath of the city? The High Line is the kind of development that we 
could use to promote tourism and well-being of local inhabitants. 


Georgia Guhin 
4006 Rosemary St 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
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First Name : Al 
Last Name : Carr 
Email Address : alfred.carr@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Purple Line FEIS comments submitted by Delegate Al Carr 


Maryland's 18th Legislative District 


Comment #1: 


According to the FEIS, the purpose of the Purple Line project includes 
the 
following: 


“Provide faster, more direct, and more reliable east-west transit service 
connecting the major activity centers in the Purple Line corridor at 
Bethesda, Silver Spring, Takoma/Langley Park, College Park, and New 
Carrollton, 


Provide better connections to Metrorail services located in the corridor, 
and 


Improve connectivity to the communities in the corridor located between 
the 
Metrorail lines” 


Unfortunately the implementation of the purple line will worsen north- 
south 

travel along the Connecticut Avenue corridor for pedestrians, transit 
users 

and motor vehicles. 


Over the objections of citizens and communities along the Connecticut 
Avenue corridor, the Montgomery County Council approved the Chevy 
Chase 

Lake Sector plan which includes a large increase in the intensity of 
development contingent upon construction of the purple line. This land 
use 

plan was found to be “out of balance” regarding the sufficiency of the 
local roadway network. The plan calls for widening of Connecticut 
Avenue 

and East West highway which will hurt pedestrian safety, especially for 
students of nearby public schools. The County has not Identified plans to 
improve north south transit service on Connecticut Avenue and instead 
allowed WMATA to reduce the frequency of the L7/L8 bus service in 
2009. 

Rather than improving transit service in the Connecticut Avenue corridor, 
the Maryland Department of Transportation facilitated the growth of 
single 

occupancy vehicle traffic by devoting scarce state funding to the 
widening 

of Connecticut Avenue near Jones Bridge Road. This project proceeded 
over 

the objections of local communities, state legislators, the planning board 
and despite the availability of newer, more accurate traffic count data 
questioning the need for the widening. 


Comment #2: 
The implementation of the purple line will come at the expense of fares 


and 
improvements to MARC commuter rail service in Montgomery County. 


The MARC Brunswick line provides access to Metrorail, downtown Silver 
Spring and other destinations for thousands of riders. Despite consistent 
increases in ridership, the Maryland Transit Administration eliminated 
holiday service and cut mid-afternoon Brunswick line train service from 
five days per week to Friday only. The Maryland Transit Administration 
has 

also diverted capital funds from MARC to the purple line. If ridership and 
revenue on the purple line fall short of projections, payments to the 
private partner will be made up by increasing fares on other state transit 
services which include MARC. The Maryland Department of 
Transportation has 

also scaled back long-term plans to improve MARC commuter rail 
service in 

Montgomery County when you compare the 2007 MARC Growth and 
Investment Plan 

with a revision published in 2013. 


Comment #3: 


The purpose and need statement states that bus service “is often slow 
and 

unreliable because it operates on a congested roadway system ... The 
constraints of traffic congestion, lack of opportunity to increase roadway 
capacity, ... limit the solutions which could be used to address the needs 
described above.” 


Congestion on corridor roadways and the reliability of bus service are 
areas that the state and county could choose to address. The state and 
the 

county have failed to implement or advance improvements for the east 
west 

J1, J2, J3 and J4 bus lines identified by the Washington Metropolitan 
Area 

Transit Authority in its Priority Corridor Network report. Improvements 
proposed in the report include: “transit signal priority and queue jumpers. 
Branding to create a unique transit identity” 


Comment #4: 

The purple line could result in reduced funding for Montgomery County’s 
Ride On Bus service. The MTA is negotiating with Montgomery County 
fora 

$110M contribution toward the up-front funding required to implement 
the 

purple line. If Montgomery County contributes tens of millions of dollars 
toward purple line construction, this could come at the expense of the 
preservation and expansion of Ride On Bus service. If the purple line 
overruns its construction budget, this could require additional 
contributions from Montgomery County which could further hurt Ride On 
Bus 

service as well as other county funded transportation services. 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1002 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


Re) 


Jerome 

Glick 
jng4080@rit.edu 
Dear MTA: 


| write to express my support for the Purple Line project because | 
support the accompanying work to complete the Capital Crescent Trail 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring. 


The CCT must be completed as part of this project as a paved, grade- 
separated, safe connection between downtown Bethesda and downtown 
Silver Spring. This should be done regardless the details of the 
alignment and the ownership of the necessary right-of-way, and the 
FEIS should more clearly state that MTA will work with MCDOT and 
necessary stakeholders to ensure that the trail is built as promised. 


While | support the Purple Line as a means of providing alternatives to 
the use of single occupancy vehicles for east-west transportation in the 
region, the completion of the CCT as a viable bicycling connection is 
Critical. 


Thank you. 
Jerome Glick 


4117 Isbell Street 
Silver Spring, MD 20906 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1004 DETAIL 





First Name : Fern 
Last Name : Shepard 
Email Address : fern.shepard@gmail.com 


Submission Content/Notes : The FEIS is inadequate because it fails to consider all of the impacts of 
the proposed project on the Capital Crescent Trail. We have so little 
park space available in lower Montgomery County, and even less 

connected green space for safe walking and biking with pets and 
children away from cars. These spaces not only are rare, they are 
heavily used and once they are gone, they are not replaced. 


The FEIS fails to consider the loss of this irreplaceable recreation space, 
especially with the loss of other parkland in lower Montgomery County 
(such as the imminent loss of Saul Road Park) and the increasing 
urbanization of the immediate area with the NIH/Walter Reed expansion. 
These are cumulative losses, with cumulative impacts from increased 
noise, loss of trees, increased runoff, increased traffic, increased urban 
heat, and increased density caused directly and indirectly by the project. 
The FEIS fails to look at the big picture of how this project will affect 
lower Montgomery County now and into the future, and it fails to 
evaluate the cumulative impacts to quality of life caused by the direct 
and indirect impacts of the project. 


For all of these reasons, a new FEIS is needed to fully inform the public 
and decision makers of the impact of this project. 


Sincerely, 
Fern Shepard 


9608 Old Spring Road 
Kensington, MD 20896 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1008 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


lain 
Shuker 
sasurfer@att.net 


| am an avid user of the dedicated bicycle path that the purple line is 
proposed to destroy. | use this path to commute to work, reducing my 
carbon footprint. When | started biking this route 10 years ago the there 
were only about half the number of people that | now see commuting 
with me to work. | see this trend to continue into the future as fuel 
become more expensive and the next generation is more aware of the 
impacts of burning fossil fuels and the benefits of exercise. 


This FEIS does not adequately quantify the negative impact on bicycle 
traffic that this proposed purple line would have. Unlike the 
quantification of automobile, bus and the proposed purple line 
passengers, this assessment makes no effort to quantify the future 
bicycle commuting. As a result the analysis is incomplete. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1009 DETAIL 





Last Name : boortrill 
Email Address : boortrill@att.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Given the information in the FEIS report, | do not support adding to the 
Crescent Trail. Who wants to be bombarded by train noise and fewer 


trees 
when using it? NotI! | also don't support the Purple Line for the same 


reasons. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1010 DETAIL 





First Name : Linda 
Last Name : Bryant 
Email Address : lbryan5@attglobal.net 


Submission Content/Notes : The Capital Crescent Trail is widely used by bikers, hikers, walkers, 
joggers, from Georgetown in DC through Bethesda, MD, Chevy Chase, 


MD, and beyond. It's sole use should remain as a trail and park system. 


There should NOT be a light rail system where the Capital Crescent Trail 
is! Putting a light rail system here would destroy it's use as a trail. The 
noise would be unbearable to any bikers, hikers, runners, etc. next to it. 


SAVE THE TRAIL for bikers, hikers, walkers, joggers! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1011 DETAIL 





First Name : 

Last Name : 

Email Address : 
Submission Content/Notes : 


S. 
McMahon 
ssmclaugh@hotmail.com 


Please don't destroy this beautiful and priceless linear park in our ever- 
urbanizing area. Have you walked the length of the Capitol Crescent 
Trail, especially between Jones Bridge Road and Bethesda, under the 
cathedral-like canopy of old-growth trees? If you have, you would agree 
that preserving this precious natural resource is worth it, especially given 
the fact that other options were available (including aligning the "light 
rail" along Jones Bridge Road and connecting to Bethesda via a 
terminus at the BRAC-imposed expansion of Walter Reed National 
Naval Medical Center). That solution made sense. Let's not let the 
developers mar our landscape for future generations. Have the courage 
to lead like Justice William O. Douglas, who recognized the value of the 
C&O Canal corridor and fought successfully to preserve it as park land 
for our nation. You can do the same for those of us who live, work, and 
play in this area, as well as for future visitors to our great neighborhood 
by fighting to preserve The Capitol Crescent Trail between Bethesda 
and Silver Spring. Take a walk soon and then decide, but at least take a 
walk so you know what you are destroying. Follow Justice Douglas's 
example, below: 


1950s Justice William O. Douglas opposed plans to use the C & O 
Canal corridor to construct a super highway into Maryland. He 
recognized the historical, cultural, geological, and botanical significance 
of the C & O and he challenged opinion-shapers of his day to walk the 
length with him and decide for themselves if it should be destroyed. 
1954Justice Douglas leads the walk and gains support, which resulted in 
the formation of the C & O Canal National Park. 

1961 C & O Canal named a national monument 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1014 DETAIL 





First Name : Dr. 
Last Name : Ned L. Gaylin 
Email Address : gaylin@umd.edu 


Submission Content/Notes : The CCT is a magnificent and vital asset to the greater DC area. Asa 
78 year old, triking itis aintegral part of my efforts to maintain my well- 
being. The destruction of the flora along the trail would detract 


enormously from its beauty and destroy a delicately balanced ecology. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1015 DETAIL 








First Name : Cindy 
Last Name : Arnson 
Email Address : cindya2@starpower.net 


Submission Content/Notes : Please do not destroy the beauty of the trail or its availability for 
recreational use. 


aie 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1016 DETAIL 





First Name : Mary 
Last Name : McDaniel 
Email Address : mbgmcd@msn.com 


Submission Content/Notes : Why would you take away such a beautiful 


space.? So many people enjoy the trail every day, all day - all year! 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1017 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Submission Content/Notes : 


1 


10/15/2013 
Elizabeth 

Spencer 

8712 Susanna Lane 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 


Elizabeth Spencer 
8712 Susanna Lane 
Chevy Chase MD 20815 


October 15, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Comment Maryland Transit Administration Transit 
Development and Delivery 

100 S. Charls Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


Dear Comment Reviewer: 


| grew up on Susanna Lane, and 20 years ago | bought a house on the 
same street and am raising my family here. | remember the once-a-day 
route of the train when | was growing up. Each day that train was a big 
event on our street. It was large and noisy, and to a child very exciting. 
Of course, that will be far different from the many times a day on double 
tracks the Purple Line will nm. It is inconceivable what a loss to our quiet 
neighborhood construction and operation of the Purple Line will be. 


Once the Purple Line finally is completed there is a persistent question 
of noise from the metal wheels on the metal tracks. At one community 
meeting Mr. Madden suggested that the noise might be heard easily and 
at an unpleasant level up to four blocks away. This would occur 
whenever the trains are ascending or descending from grade level as 
they will be at the Jones 

Mill Road crossing. Will outdoor living be unpleasant in the homes 
adjacent to or near the Purple 

Line? Since the trains are projected to run frequently, | assume in some 
locations the noise would be particularly intrusive in what are now quiet 
residential settings. Many neighbors are already talking about leaving 
the area. This is a neighborhood that we know each other's names and 
have holiday events together. 


| do not think that the project benefits and the extraordinary cost of the 
Purple Line justify in any way the tremendous and potentially permanent 
disruption to the quality of life in our neighborhood and extrapolating 
from that, in locations all along the Purple Line, either during 
construction or after the project is complete. Please help stop this waste 
of time and money, and protect our neighborhood by stopping the Purple 
Line. 


Sincerely, 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1018 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 10/22/2013 
First Name : Saurabh 
Last Name : Mahajan 
State : MD 


Submission Content/Notes : It seems very odd to me that on the heels of the ICC disaster, why 
Maryland continues to proceed with plans that would not reduce 
congestion on major roadways. The Purple Line is connecting urban 

areas that already have, albeit not great, metro access. Although this 
does present another avenue of travel for residents in those urban 
locations, overall this seems like a very flawed plan which will cost the 
state $2.2B and will certainly not have a major impact for most the 
residents in Montgomery/Prince George's County. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1019 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 
First Name : 
Last Name : 
Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 


10/8/2013 

John & Carol 
Anderson 

4110 Edgevale Court 
Chevy Chase 

MD 

20815 





Submission Content/Notes : October 8, 2013 


E.10 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment Maryland Transit Administration Transit 
Development & Delivery | 00 S. Charles Street 

Tower Two, Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21101 


Re:Property: 
Owners: 


4110 Edgevale Court 
Chevy Chase, MD 20815 
John and Carol Anderson 


To the Maryland Transit Administration: 


This letter of comment and objection to the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) for the Purple Line is VvTittcn to request specific and 
required modifications to the construction criteria of the project as it 
traverses within feet of the valuable residential property of our clients, 
John and Carol Anderson, as well as dozens of other properties on both 
sides of the proposed transit way between East West Highway and the 
Columbia Country Club Golf 

Course in Bethesda. The FEIS reflects that the expected vibration from 
the passing trains on Mr. and Mrs. Andefson's single-family home will 
exceed the applicable federal maximum and will negatively impact the 
habitability of the home and substantially diminish its value. In addition 
to the Anderson's property, as currently planned, the Purple Line will 
similarly cause substantial damage to millions of dollars' worth of single 
family residential properties adjacent to the 

Capital Crescent Trail as the trains of the Purple Line transit the narrow 
right-of-way. As explained below, this damage is avoidable. Indeed, the 
fair and reasonable solution to the potential damage is contained within 
the FEIS itself. 


Mr. and Mrs. Anderson's property at 4110 Edgevale Court is one of 
many single-family residential properties adjacent to the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way-the current Capital Crescent Trail (CCT). Although 
the State will not be required to take any of the Anderson's property by 
eminent domain as it already owns the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, 
the State should use appropriate design and construction elements to 
minimize the damage to not only Mr. and Mrs. Anderson's single-family 
home, but the dozens of other valuable properties located within feet of 
the planned Purple Line transit way. 


Ha and Mrs. Anderson's property is a single story rambler built in 1950. 
tis 

located on a cul-de-sac adjacent to the CCT. There is direct access to 
the trail through the back gate of the property. Due to the curvature 
ofEdgevale Court and the location of the property on the cul-de-sac, the 
rear of the house is located approximately 10 feet from the edge of the 
CCT right-of-way. With the construction of the Purple Line and the 
placement of the tracks, the house will be located just 35 feet from the 
southern set of tracks. Further, more than 70 Purple Line trains are 
anticipated to pass by the Anderson's property daily-every 6 minutes 
during peak periods. It should be noted that the vibration study area for 
federal projects extends 150 feet on either side of the Purple Line for 
residential land uses, which underscores the close proximity of the 
Anderson's property and the detrimental impact that the project will 


have if specific "refinements' to construction which will dampen project- 
related vibration are not mandated. 


The FEIS (Table 4-31. Impacted Property Locations) specifically 
identifies 4110 

Edgevale Court as a property where the predicted vibration caused by 
the Purple Line will exceed the maximum federal standards for vibration. 
And it is important to note that this "prediction" is conservative and 
"estimated" using generalized vibration curves provided in the 

2006 FTA guidance manual. 

The FEIS report explains the damaging impact of excessive vibration: 
An important consideration for rail transit projects is the vibration that is 
transmitted from rail movement on the tracks through the ground to 
adjacent vibration-sensitive buildings. This vibration is caused by the 
interaction or friction between the wheels and rails resulting in the 
transmission of vibration waves through the ground. When these 
ground-bome waves emerge inside the foundation of a building, 
they may be perceptible to the building occupants. High levels of 
ground-bome vibration can cause windows, pictures on walls, and/or 
items on shelves to rattle. 


Unlike airborne noise, most common environmental ground-borne 
vibration, though present in our surroundings all the time, are generally 
not perceptible. However, hnman annoyance from vibration often occurs 
when vibration levels exceed the threshold of perception by only a small 
margin. 1 


In short, the quiet enjoyment and habitability of Mr. and Mrs. Anderson's 
property is at risk of being significantly degraded if the MTA does not 
mandate that appropriate construction elements be used. The MTA 
shonld not permit this-even if it is not required to take property by 
eminent domain and compensate these owners for the taken property. 


1 FEIS document, Volume III, Technical report: Vibration, Section 2.1. 


The FEIS only references "potential mitigation measures" which "could 
be" included but does not indicate that such measures will be mandated, 
or to what levels the possible measures would reduce the vibration 
impact upon the Anderson's property. Rather, the FEIS report indicates 
only that "MTA will develop appropriate [currently undefined] mitigation 
measures." And it is strongly implied that these measures, which remain 
to be developed, will be limited to those necessary to reduce the 
vibration just enough to slip under the maximum federal impact 
threshold. 


In contrast, the FEIS acknowledges similar vibration impact on various 
buildings on the University of Maryland campus. But, with respect to 
these buildings, the FEIS requires that the MTA develop-in conjunction 
with the University-appropriate mitigation measures that will reduce the 
vibration impact on these buildings to levels substantially below what is 
projected for Mr. and Mrs. Anderson's property and the other valuable 
single-family residential properties bordering the CCT. In short, it is 
clear from the FEIS that construction criteria to mitigate the significant 
impact from vibration are available, but the FEIS does not specifY which 
such measures will be required along this stretch of the transit way or 
mandate that these measures be identified in advance and be designed 
to reduce the vibration to levels which will not impact the habitability of 
these properties and diminish their value. 


The public is aware of the modifications to the project recently made to 
satisfy the wealthy members of Columbia Country Club. The FEIS also 
reflects that the project construction criteria will be sufficient to satisfy 
the University of Maryland and notes that the construction criteria will be 
incorporated into a binding agreement between the MTA and the 
University. While Mr. and Mrs. Anderson own just one property, itis a 
very valuable property which they have owned for decades and is at risk 
of being damaged 

and losing much of its value. The dozens of properties bordering the 
CCT between East 

West Highway and the Columbia Country Club are cumulatively at risk of 
losing 

millions of dollars’ of value. The MTA should require construction criteria 
and standards which will mitigate the vibration impact on these 
properties and avoid causing damage to them. 


On behalf of Mr. ancl Mrs. Anderson, we respectfully request that the 
MTA identify the specific vibration-dampening construction criteria that 
will be used for the section of the Purple Line between East West 
Highway and the Columbia Country Club to reduce the vibration impact 
of the project and preserve the value of their property and other adjacent 
properties similarly situated. 


Cc: Montgomery County Executive, Isiah Leggett 
Montgomery County Council Member Roger Berliner 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1020 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 
First Name : 
Last Name : 
Address : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 
Email Address : 


10/12/2013 

Michael 

Evenson 

4516 West Virginia Avenue 
Bethesda 

MD 

20814 
mjevenson@gmail.com 





Submission Content/Notes : October 12, 2013 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment Maryland Transit Administration Transit 
Development and Delivery 

100 S Charles St., Tower Two,Suite 700 

Baltimore,Md 21201 


To whom it may concern, 


We oppose the current Purple Line plan to construct a double- 

tracked, light rail system on the Capital Crescent Trail because we want 
this area to be preserved as parkland for our generation and for our 
children and grandchildren. This trail yearly serves hundreds of 
thousands of walkers, bikers,runners, and commuters- children, 
adolescents and adults. We oppose the Purple Line because it requires 
the deforestation of over 20 acres of an invaluable mature forest 
ecosystem inside the Capital Beltway. For the residents of Bethesda, 
Chevy Chase and Silver Spring this 3 mile, 20 acre park/recreational 
area represents a peaceful "green lung" that we can reach on foot and 
that makes exercise easy and pleasurable as part of our daily 

activities (walking to shop, accessing Rock Creek Park, etc.). We 
question the modest environmental impact described in the FEIS with 
the loss of so many trees. And how does destroying the Trail fit in with 
problems uchas obesity,healthy communities, and quality of life? 


The high cost per mile/ rider of the Purple Line and the little traveltime 
gained do not warrant the destruction of increasingly important 
recreational land in an area where green space is fast disappearing and 
other options exist that the MTA decided not to pursue (for opaque 
reasons). It is a disgrace that you compare the Preferred Alternative with 
only the No-Build Alternative in the FEIS when less expensive ,more 
flexible,and more fiscally responsible options exist. Improvements of the 
current bus system and use/improvements of existing roads would be a 
better,less expensive and more flexible option, considering the fact that 
the MTA itself states that the Purple Line will have little regional impact 
on traffic. Apparently no buses currently run the entire route between 
Bethesda and New Carrolton,and the Metrobus that previously did 

so, stopped running for lack of passengers. 


We want to add that we are very much in favor of public 
transportation,but not the Purple Line as you have developed it. We urge 
you not to go ahead with this plan. 


Respectfully, 

<:+t;1,ALx--:..c----- : 

I/ 

Michael J. Evenson and Maj-Britt Dohlie 

4516 West Virginia Avenue, Bethesda, ld 20814 
(mjevenson@gmail.com) 
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Comment Date : 10/21/2013 
First Name : Bob 
Last Name : Colvin 


Business/Agency/Associati [East Silver Spring Citizen's Association (ESSCA) 
on Name : 


State : MD 





Submission Content/Notes : 
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October 21, 2013 


Purple Line FEIS Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 

100 S. Charles Street — Tower Two, Suite 700 
Baltimore, MD 21201 


East Silver Spring Citizen’s Association (ESSCA) Comments On 
The Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) For The Purple Line 


The Purple Line FEIS identifies Environmental Justice (EJ) areas which 
will be impacted by the Preferred Alternative route. We are concerned 
that MTA is not doing enough to mitigate the negative effects of the 
Purple Line on businesses in these Environmental Justice areas. In fact, 
we believe that MTA is putting less effort and money into these areas 
than they are into the impacted areas west of 16th Street. 


The twenty one businesses (mostly minority owned) on Bonifant Street 
between Georgia Avenue and Fenton Street, are listed as being in an 
Environmental Justice (EJ) area and are of particular concern to us. 


E J Areas Not Treated Fairly: The FEIS identifies large portions of the 
Preferred Alternative route east of 16th Street as Environmental Justice 
areas. The FEIS then dismisses concerns about the bulk of the negative 
impacts of the Purple Line being in these areas by stating that MTA is 
working with the County. 


We have been intimately involved with the businesses on Bonifant Street 
and their meetings with MTA and in our experience, MTA has used this 
excuse to absolve itself of all financial responsibility, and give 
themselves license to skimp on design, down play impacts and omit 
information from the businesses, the community and possibly the 
County. 


We object to MTA’s characterization in the FEIS of “working” with the 
community. The changes MTA made to Bonifant Street to accommodate 
deliveries to the businesses is an example of how they “work” with 
communities. MTA was very dismissive when the businesses brought 
this problem to their attention. “Businesses come and go. We cannot 
design for your businesses,” was the response. It was only through 
constant vigilance by the community and pressuring 

from the County that MTA reluctantly agreed to make the changes. 


MTA is well aware that because of the space limitations on Bonifant 
Street, the impact on these businesses will be severe and many will not 
be able to continue to operate their businesses successfully. MTA 
needs to acknowledge this and financially help these businesses 
mitigate these impacts and if necessary to move to a nearby location. 
Most of these businesses have been in Silver Spring for over 20 years 
and while the County has agreed to help mitigate some of the impacts, 
without an honest acknowledgement by MTA of the severity of these 
impacts and without financial contributions from MTA, the community will 
have only limited success in lobbying the County for assistance. 


MTA’s cavalier attitude toward our community interests is not only 
counter to the purpose of the EJ directive, but especially offensive given 
the millions that they are spending on the west side of the route to build 
tunnels for golf carts and put bridges over roads and numerous other 
accommodations to lessen the impact on pedestrian and commercial 
interests. MTA needs to be compelled to put the same effort and 
financial investment into the businesses and 


community in the Environmental Justice areas east of 16th Street and 
especially the 21 independent, majority, minority-owned businesses on 
Bonifant Street. 


Noise Study Not Done: The FEIS states that noise studies were not 
done in commercial areas because they are not required by the Federal 
guidelines. 


The Purple Line will run within 50 feet of the businesses on Bonifant 
Street, and in some cases as close as 4-5 feet on a very narrow street. 
Five of these businesses are restaurants and it is obvious to even casual 
observers, that noise could have a devastating effect on these 
businesses. It is imperative that these businesses know in advance the 
level of noise to expect in order to make appropriate plans for their 
continued operation. 


To our knowledge, there is nothing in the Federal guidelines that 
prohibits MTA from doing the noise study on this commercial block of 
Bonifant Street. MTA needs to give the independent, small businesses 
on Bonifant Street a fighting chance, by completing a noise study for this 
block of Bonifant Street and sharing the results with the businesses. 


Vibration Study Not Done: The FEIS states that vibration studies were 
not done in commercial areas. No reason was given but, presumably, it 
is for the same reason that the noise studies were not done. 


At one of the first meetings MTA had with the businesses on Bonifant 
Street, the owner of the Quarry House which is located on the basement 
level at Georgia Ave and Bonifant Street, expressed concerns about the 
effect of the vibrations on its business. MTA assured the owner that a 
study would be done. 


However, no study was done and again, the businesses cannot ask for 
or plan mitigation of any negative effect the vibrations will have on their 
ability to continue in business. 


Visual Effects: The FEIS describes the Purple Line route from Colesville 
Road to Fenton Street as busy urban streets and concludes that this 
section, which includes Bonifant Street is designated as having a low 
degree of visual sensitivity. While the visual effect of poles and overhead 
wires may not be as noticeable on Colesville Road, because of the 
limited right of 

way, they could block business entrances and impede pedestrian traffic 
on Bonifant Street. 


This block of Bonifant Street needs to be removed from the general 
downtown urban low visual impact designation. MTA needs to be 
especially creative and sensitive designing this leg of the Purple Line in 
order to minimize the negative impacts on the businesses and 
pedestrians. 


Construction: The FEIS promise, that MTA will continue to work with 
communities to minimize the impacts of construction of the Purple Line 
is particularly troublesome and counter to our experience. The County 
has already had to step in and require MTA to commit to leaving 
sidewalks open and providing for deliveries to the businesses during 
construction, as MTA would not commit to this for the businesses. Even 
this directive by the County will require 

constant monitoring by the community because MTA has consistently 
tried to cut corners in their plans for our community. 


Submitted By: 


Bob Colvin, President 
East Silver Spring Citizen’s Association (ESSCA) 
Board of Directors 


Contact: Karen Roper, Chair of the ESSCA Purple Line Committee 
7911 Chicago Ave, Silver Spring, MD 20910 

301 588-7143 

Karroper@aol.com 


CC: 

Representative Chris Van Hollen, U.S. House of Representatives 
Daniel Koenig, Federal Transit Administration 

Brigid Hynes-Cherin, Federal Transit Administration 

Governor Martin O’Malley 

Senator Jamie Raskin, Maryland General Assembly 

Isiah Leggett, Montgomery County Executive Robert L. Smith, Maryland 
Transit Administration Henry Kay, Maryland Transit Administration 
Michael Madden, Maryland Transit Administration Valerie Ervin, 
Montgomery County Council 

Gary Erenrich, Montgomery County Department of Transportation 
Reemberto Rodriguez, Silver Spring Regional Services Center 
Francoise Carrier, Montgomery County Planning Board Chair 
Judy Stephenson, Small Business Navigator, Dept of Economic 
Development 
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Submission Content/Notes : 
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DANIEL 
HAKIM 
danhakim@hotmail.com 


Hello My name is Daniel Hakim. My wife and | own the Nutritional Spot 
here in 961 Bonifant St. Silver Spring. 


We are very concerned about the future of our existing business. We are 
not sure if we will be able to remain in business while the purple line is 
built in our block. 


| don't think a good visual effect impact, vibration or noise study has 
been conducted in this area. 


We want to know if there is some kind of help from the county to help us 
during this future proyect. 


thanks. 
Daniel R. Hakim 


Herbalife Independent Distributor Cel.: 240-4605336WhatsApp: 
+12404605336www.NutritionalSpot.com 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1029 DETAIL 





Last Name : Miriam 

Email Address : johnston.miriam@gmail.com 

Submission Content/Notes : The trail is SO, SO important to the community. It's a place where 
people can meet to enjoy the outdoors in an otherwise urbanized area, 

and a safe way for walkers, runners, and bicyclists to access DC. 
Please don't ruin it with a metro line. |, for one, would be much less 
prone to head down to DC or take long walks and rides -- never a good 
thing. 











Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1030 DETAIL 





First Name : Arielle 
Last Name : Monange 
Email Address : Ariellemonange@aol.com 


Submission Content/Notes : This trail is a jewel inside a busy city. A peaceful area that is good both 
for humans and animals, who have less and less space to survive. We 
have to stop destroying the nature for money. The reasons why people 

appreciate living in this area is this c'ise cohabitation with nature, trees 
and animals. And because it is easy to jump onto the trail to find 
quietness and an escaoe to the stress and noise and business of the 
city. It is vital we keep this trail as it is, for the sake of people's health 
and of the nature preservation. Save the trail !! 
Arielle 
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Balt 


Val 
Hoff 
valerina08@hotmail.com 


First, | want to say that | do strongly support mass transit and know that 
we need additional mass transit options in this area, especially 
connecting the areas that are in the circumference of DC. | used to live 
in Silver Spring, and often took the buses to and from my job in 
Bethesda. 


However, | am very ambivalent about the Purple Line project. It will 
destroy a lot of mature trees, but more than that, it will destroy an oasis 
that exists in the middle of all the urban hustle and bustle. Every time | 
enter the trail | feel that | am in the woods, far removed from the stress 
of everyday modern life. This is because as soon as | step under the 
trees, the urban noise level is reduced, plus | am surrounded my nature - 
the trees, the sky, birds and other creatures. (The trail is also an 
important connector for the wildlife that live in Rick Creek Park.) So, this 
oasis is due to the mature trees - and the lack of mechanized vehicles. | 
know that if the Purple Line is built and a trail created next to it, the 
present, special character of the trail will never be the same. 


Lastly, | see that we have problems maintaining the metro system in this 
area, and | think that the whole population of the metropolitan DC area 
would be better served by putting the money into the current system - 
and making sure there is a variety of housing options for people from all 
economic classes so that they can live close to where they work. 
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10/29/2013 

Gerrit 

Knaap 

National Center for Smart Growth at the University of Maryland 


Preinkert Field House 
College Park 

MD 

20742 

To whom it may concern: 


Preinkert Field House 

College Park, Maryland 20742 
301.405.6283 TEL 301.314.5639 FAX 
http: | !www.smartgrowth. umd.edu 


My name is Gerrit Knaap and | direct the National Center for Smart 
Growth at the University of 

Maryland, which also serves as the administrative home for the Purple 
line Corridor Coalition. 


| have read most, though not all, the FEIS. | found it to be well prepared, 
clearly written,and reasonably complete. What | found lacking, however, 
was discussion of effects of the Purple line after it goes into operation, 
particularly with respect to resident and small business displacement, 
affordable housing, workforce development and jobs-housing balance. 
There are good examples of this kind of analysis from Minneapolis-St. 
Paul, Denver, and Seattle. Research from these metropolitan areas 
reveals that a lack of attention to these issues early in the process limits 
the overall benefits these kinds of large public investments are able to 
produce. 


| know that other organizations have similar concerns and are submitting 
similar comments. Without implicating the National Center for Smart 
Growth,the University of Maryland, or other members of the Purple line 
Corridor Coalition, want to express my personal accord with these 
concerns. 


Sincerely yours, 


Gerrit Knaap 
Professor and Director 


UMD - Gerrit Knaap.pdf (37 kb) 





A) N I V E R S I — Y O F Preinkert Field House 


College Park, Maryland 20742 
Y | AND 301.405.6283 TEL 301.314.5639 FAX 
hitp://www.smartgrowth. umd.edu 


NATIONAL CENTER FOR SMART GROWTH RESEARCH AND EDUCATION 





October 21, 2013 


Purple Line: FEIS Comment 
Maryland Transit Administration 
Transit Development & Delivery 
100 S. Charles Street Tower Two 
Suite 700 

Baltimore, MD 21201 


To whom it may concern: 


My name is Gerrit Knaap and | direct the National Center for Smart Growth at the University of 
Maryland, which also serves as the administrative home for the Purple Line Corridor Coalition. 


| have read most, though not all, the FEIS. | found it to be well prepared, clearly written, and 
reasonably complete. What | found lacking, however, was discussion of effects of the Purple 
Line after it goes into operation, particularly with respect to resident and small business 
displacement, affordable housing, workforce development and jobs-housing balance. There are 
good examples of this kind of analysis from Minneapolis-St. Paul, Denver, and Seattle. Research 
from these metropolitan areas reveals that a lack of attention to these issues early in the 
process limits the overall benefits these kinds of large public investments are able to produce. 


| know that other organizations have similar concerns and are submitting similar comments. 
Without implicating the National Center for Smart Growth, the University of Maryland, or other 
members of the Purple Line Corridor Coalition, i want to express my personal accord with these 
concerns. 


Sincerely yours, 





Gerrit Knaap 
Professor and Director 





SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, PLANNING, AND PRESERVATION SCHOOL OF PuBLic Policy 
A. JAMES Crari SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING COoLLece OF AGRICULTURE AND Natura RESOURCES 
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Attachments : 


10/29/2013 

Nigel and Mona 
Scott 

8813 Leonard Drive 
Silver Spring 

MD 

20910 

Dear Sir/Madam: 


We join with our neighbors, Joe and Mona Dasbach in expressing our 
concern about the preferential treatment being afforded the Chevy 
Chase Country Club over us, the residents of the Rosemary Hills 
Community. (See below) 


Our home lies adjacent to the tracks and next door to a home that is 
listed to be demolished to accommodate the construction of the rail. 
Upon completion, the rail line will run within 200 feet of our back door. In 
fact, our home was at one time slated for demolition (a fact that we 
learned via the Washington Post), however, we have been verbally 
assured that while some of our land will be condemned, our home is not 
on the list for demolition. 


Like the Dasbachs, we were assured that the operation of the rail would 
have very little impact on the surroundings; it would be quiet, 
unobtrusive and most importantly, it would not interfere with our daily 
lives. Now, we are learning the truth; the Purple Line will have a 
negative impact on our health, finances and quality oflife: Every 8 
minutes the passing rail cars will sound warning bells or horns 
between the Lyttonsville and Woodside station stops. 2. Nearby 
electric substations will emit a continuous background hum for the 
neighborhood. 3. The foundation of our home will experience excessive 
ground tremors every 8 minutes from passing Purple Line railcars - 
ground tremors that exceed Federal thresholds for acceptable traffic- 
induced vibrations. 


We are requesting that the MTA review its plans to give us equal 
treatment with the well-heeled country club members who only visit, but 
do not live at the country club. In this regard, the erection of an 18 foot 
wall as a sound barrier and a ground barrier to protect against ground 
tremors is the best means of showing equality and respect for the 
neighborhood, our homes and our quality oflife. 


Very truly yours, 


Nigel and Monica Scott 
Nigel and Monica Scott.pdf (43 kb) 





The Scotts 


8813 Leonard Drive 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 


October 10, 2013 
Purple Line 
Maryland Transit Administration 


Re: The Purple Line’s effect on the Rosemary Hills Neighborhood 
Dear Sir/Madam: 


We join with our neighbors, Joe and Mona Dasbach in expressing our concern about the 
preferential treatment being afforded the Chevy Chase Country Club over us, the residents of the 
Rosemary Hills Community. (See below) 


Our home lies adjacent to the tracks and next door to a home that is listed to be demolished to 
accommodate the construction of the rail. Upon completion, the rail line will run within 200 
feet of our back door. In fact, our home was at one time slated for demolition (a fact that we 
learned via the Washington Post), however, we have been verbally assured that while some of 
our land will be condemned, our home is not on the list for demolition. 


Like the Dasbachs, we were assured that the operation of the rail would have very little impact 
on the surroundings; it would be quiet, unobtrusive and most importantly, it would not interfere 
with our daily lives. Now, we are learning the truth; the Purple Line will have a negative 
impact on our health, finances and quality of life: Every 8 minutes the passing rail cars 


will sound warning bells or horns between the Lyttonsville and Woodside 
station stops. 2. Nearby electric substations will emit a continuous 
background hum for the neighborhood. 3. The foundation of our home will 


experience excessive ground tremors every 8 minutes from passing 
Purple Line railcars — ground tremors that exceed Federal thresholds for 


acceptable traffic-induced vibrations. 


We are requesting that the MTA review its plans to give us equal treatment with the well-heeled 
country club members who only visit, but do not live at the country club. In this regard, the 
erection of an 18 foot wall as a sound barrier and a ground barrier to protect against ground 
tremors is the best means of showing equality and respect for the neighborhood, our homes and 
our quality of life. 


Very truly yours, 


Nigel and Monica Scott 








Purple Line FEIS - RECORD #1035 DETAIL 





Comment Date : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

State : 

Submission Content/Notes : 


Attachments : 


10/29/2013 

Mona Lisa & Joseph 
Dasbach 

MD 


We are very upset that Maryland will build and operate the Purple 
Line 

with no consideration of sound barriers and ground barriers for homes 
near the Rosemary Hills Elementary School. 


We live at 8806 Leonard Drive, Silver Spring, MD. Our yard is adjacent 
to the playground of the Rosemary Hills Elementary School. Our home 
is within 500 feet of the planned Purple Line tracks. We live across our 
cul-de-sac from a house (8815) detailed for Purple Line demolition 
(curiously undergoing extensive repairs to its foundation and roof after 
its owner recently sold/transferred it to the HSBC Bank). 


When we long ago raised the consideration of sound barriers near our 
cul-de-sac at the Purple Line meetings with the MTA we received 
assurances that this light rail system will be quiet and unobtrusive! No 
need for sound barriers near our cul-de-sac. Little did we know that MTA 
now plans an 18-foot wall as a sound barrier in Chevy Chase. 


On 6 September 2013 we were surprised to read in the Washington 
Post about the actual physical impact on our lives and homes. Yes, 
there will be noise and also ground tremors. 


Abruptly we learned: 1. Every 8 minutes the passing rail cars will 

sound warning bells or horns between the Lyttonsville and Woodside 
station stops. 2. Nearby electric substations will emit a continuous 
background hum for the neighborhood. 3. The foundation of our home 
will experience excessive ground tremors every 8 minutes from passing 
Purple Line railcars - ground tremors that exceed Federal thresholds 
for acceptable traffic-induced vibrations. 


A Purple Line Symphony for Rosemary Hills it is not! 
A worry for our personal well-being, health and finances it is! 


Is the MTA willing to construct an 18-foot wall as a sound barrier as is 
planned in Chevy Chase? And what about a meaningful solution to the 
ground tremors - a ground barrier? If only we were a Country Club. 
Cordially, 


Mona Lisa & Joseph Dasbach 
Mona Lisa & Joseph Dasbach.pdf (39 kb) 





We are very upset that Maryland will build and operate the Purple Line 
with no consideration of sound barriers and ground barriers for homes 
near the Rosemary Hills Elementary School. 


We live at 8806 Leonard Drive, Silver Spring, MD. Our yard is adjacent to 
the playground of the Rosemary Hills Elementary School. Our home 

is within 500 feet of the planned Purple Line tracks. We live across our 
cul-de-sac from a house (8815) detailed for Purple Line demolition (curiously 
undergoing extensive repairs to its foundation and roof after its owner 
recently sold/transferred it to the HSBC Bank). 


When we long ago raised the consideration of sound barriers near 
our cul-de-sac at the Purple Line meetings with the MTA we received 
assurances that this light rail system will be quiet and unobtrusive! No need 
for sound barriers near our cul-de-sac. Little did we know that MTA now 
plans an 18-foot wall as a sound barrier in Chevy Chase. 


On 6 September 2013 we were surprised to read in the Washington Post 
about the actual physical impact on our lives and homes. Yes, there will be 
noise and also ground tremors. 


Abruptly we learned: 1. Every 8 minutes the passing rail cars will 

sound warning bells or horns between the Lyttonsville and Woodside 
station stops. 2. Nearby electric substations will emit a continuous 
background hum for the neighborhood. 3. The foundation of our home will 
experience excessive ground tremors every 8 minutes from passing 
Purple Line railcars — ground tremors that exceed Federal thresholds for 
acceptable traffic-induced vibrations. 


A Purple Line Symphony for Rosemary Hills it is not! 
A worry for our personal well-being, health and finances it is! 


Is the MTA willing to construct an 18-foot wall as a sound barrier as is 
planned in Chevy Chase? And what about a meaningful solution to the 
ground tremors — a ground barrier? If only we were a Country Club. 


Cordially, 
Mona Lisa & Joseph Dasbach 
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First Name: @lorosoria 
State : MD 


Submission Content/Notes : Dear @PurpleLineMD: Please consider the impact on our residential 


neighborhood when you decide about the Wayne Ave traction power 
substation 


No \ ime 
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Final Section 4(f) Evaluation XS 


This Section 4(f) Evaluation has been prepared to comply with the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 USC 
303), hereinafter referred to as “Section 4(f)” and its implementing regulations codified at 23 CFR 
774. Additional guidance was obtained from FHWA Technical Advisory T6640.8A (FHWA 1987b) 
and the revised FHWA Section 4(f) Policy Paper (FHWA 2012). 


The Section 4(f) Evaluation provides the documentation necessary to support FTA’s Section 4(f) 
determinations as part of its Record of Decision (ROD) for the project, after its consideration of 
public and agency comments on the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation. The public and U.S. Department of 
Interior comment period for the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation was 45 days, concurrent with the 
comment period for the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) from September 6, 2013, to 
October 21, 2013. 


Subsequent to FTA’s issuance of the August 2013 Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and 
Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Purple Line, review of public comments on the FEIS, and after 
additional coordination with the agencies with jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) properties, MTA 
refined the design of the Purple Line Preferred Alternative to reduce environmental and 
socioeconomic impacts. Specifically, MTA, in coordination with FTA, met with property owners, 
stakeholder groups, and special interest groups in the project corridor, as well as agencies with 
jurisdiction over Section 4(f) properties, including the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning 
Commission (M-NCPPC)—Montgomery County Department of Parks, M-NCPPC-—Prince George’s 
County, the National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC), the National Park Service (NPS), and 
the Maryland State Historic Preservation Officer (MD SHPO). 


In response to input from the public and agencies, design refinements were made along the corridor, 
including some in the vicinity of Section 4(f) properties. These refinements are described in 
Section 1.4 as well as in ROD Attachment F. Where the refinements changed the project limits of 
disturbance (LOD) or design in the vicinity of Section 4(f) properties, the effects of those refinements 
are considered in this Final Section 4(f) Evaluation. 


After consideration of comments on the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation, the FTA determined that the 
Purple Line Preferred Alternative will result in: 


e Temporary occupancy (not a use) of three park and recreation properties, one of which is also an 
historic property 


e De minimis impacts to eight park and recreation properties and historic sites 


e Permanent use, not de minimis, of two park and recreation properties and three historic sites 
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Table 1-1 lists the properties for which FTA’s determinations were made. FTA obtained concurrence from the 
officials with jurisdiction regarding its determinations of de minimis impact and temporary occupancy 
exception. FTA received written concurrence from the officials with jurisdiction: the M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks (October 17, 2013, and January 3, 2014), the M-NCPPC-—Prince George’s County 
(January 24, 2014), NPS, National Capital Parks—East (March 18, 2014) and the MD SHPO. The MD SHPO 
provided concurrence as set forth in the Section 4(f) regulations by signing the Section 106 Programmatic 
Agreement (March 14, 2014), which states the Purple Line will have no adverse effect to properties for which 
FTA made a de minimis impact determination (see ROD Attachment B). The officials’ signed concurrence 
letters are provided in Attachment E of the ROD, to which this evaluation is also an attachment. 


Table 1-1. Summary of Preferred Alternative Section 4(f) Uses 


















































Permanent | 
Use, Permanent Temporary 
Property Not Use, Occupancy; 
Section 4(f) Property Type De minimis | De minimis No Use 
Elm Street Urban Park Park e 
Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock Park and 
Creek National Recreational Trail; M:36-87— Historic - 
Rock Creek Park Montgomery County Survey 
Area 
Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park and Sligo Park and 
Creek National Recreational Trail; M: 32-15— Historic ° 
Sligo Creek Parkway 
Long Branch Local Park Park e 
Long Branch Stream Valley Park and Long Park e 
Branch Trail 
New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park Park e 
Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Park . 
Northwest Branch Trail 
Anacostia River Stream Valley Park and Park ; 
Northeast Branch Trail 
PG: 69-26—Baltimore-Washington Parkway Park and 
(Gladys Noon Spellman Pkwy)/Riverdale Road Historic ) 
Bridges 
Glenridge Community Park Park e 
West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Park 7 
Center 
M: 35-140—Columbia Country Club Historic e 
M: 36-30—Bridge No. M 0085, Talbot Avenue Historic Fe 
Bridge 
M: 37-16—Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad Historic . 
Corridor 
M:36-12—Falkland Apartments Historic ° 
PG:66-35—University of Maryland Historic Historic . 
District 

















After considering the results of the FEIS (Chapter 4.0), which conclude that the Preferred Alternative will not 
cause noise, vibration, or visual effects on parks and historic properties protected by Section 4(f), FTA 
determined that the Preferred Alternative will not substantially impair the activities, features, or attributes that 
qualify Elm Street Urban Park, Rock Creek Stream Valley Park/Rock Creek Montgomery County Survey Area, 
and West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center for protection under Section 4(f) that would constitute 
a constructive use. 
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This Final Section 4(f) Evaluation provides a methodology description (Section 1.1); states the project purpose 
and need (Section 1.2); describes the Preferred Alternative (Section 1.3); identifies Section 4(f) properties, the 
project impacts to the properties, explains the avoidance and least harm analyses for permanent uses that are not 
de minimis, states FTA’s determinations of use under Section 4(f), and presents MTA’s commitments to 
minimize harm (Section 1.4); summarizes FTA and MTA’s coordination with officials with jurisdiction 
(Section 1.5); and presents FTA’s conclusion regarding the Preferred Alternative (Section 1.6). 


1.1 Methodology 


Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transporta- 
tion Act of 1966, 49 USC 303(c) is a federal law 
that protects publicly owned parks, recreation 
properties, wildlife and/or waterfowl refuges, as 
well as significant historic sites, whether publicly or 
privately owned. Section 4(f) requirements apply to 
all transportation projects that require funding or 
other approvals by the USDOT. As a USDOT 
agency, FTA must comply with Section 4(f). FTA’s 
Section 4(f) regulations are at 23 CFR Part 774. 


FTA cannot approve a transportation project that 
uses a Section 4(f) property, as defined in 23 CFR 
774.17, unless FTA determines that: 

e There is no feasible and prudent avoidance 
alternative, as defined in 23 CFR 774.17, to the 
use of land from the Section 4(f) property, and 
the action includes all possible planning, as 
defined in 23 CFR 774.14, to minimize harm to 
the property resulting from such use (23 CFR 
774.3(a)); or 

e The use of the Section 4(f) property, including 
any measure(s) to minimize harm (such as any 
avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or 
enhancement measures) committed to by the 
applicant would have a de minimis use, as 
defined in 23 CFR 774.17, on the property 
(23 CFR 774.3(b)). 


This Final Section 4(f) Evaluation was conducted 
according to the requirements of 23 CFR Part 774 
and FHWA’s Section 4(f) Policy Paper. The 
evaluation included the following steps: 

e Using a study area (250 feet on each side of the 
centerline of the Preferred Alternative), MTA 
reviewed existing mapping, conducted field 
investigations/site reconnaissance, searched 
property records and consulted with officials 
with jurisdiction to identify the properties 
protected by Section 4(f). Public ownership, 
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public access, significance, and funding of 
parks and recreational facilities were verified 
through coordination with the property owners. 
As defined in FEIS Chapter 4.7.1 a 1,000-foot 
Area of Potential Effects (APE) around the 
Preferred Alternative alignment was defined in 
consultation with the Maryland Historical Trust 
(MHT), which is the State Historic Preservation 
Office in Maryland and the official with juris- 
diction over historic properties. 

e Assessment of Potential Section 4(f) Uses— 
FTA and MTA identified and quantified uses of 
Section 4(f) properties by the Preferred 
Alternative. This assessment considered the 
potential for permanent use (23 CFR 774.17), 
constructive use (23 CFR 774.15), and 
temporary use (23 CFR 774.13(d)). 

e Temporary Occupancy Exceptions—In 
evaluating uses, FTA and MTA considered the 
exception for temporary occupancy in 23 CFR 
774.13(d). If the criteria for a temporary 
occupancy exception are met, there is no use. 


1 

It is important to recognize the difference between Section 4(f) 
use of historic properties and Section 106 project effects to 
historic properties, which are discussed in Chapter 4.7 of the 
FEIS. Section 4(f) and Section 106 are similar in that they both 
mandate consideration of historic properties in the planning of a 
federal undertaking. Section 4(f) applies to the actual use or 
occupancy of a historic site, while Section 106 involves an 
assessment of adverse effects of an action on historic properties. 
The Section 106 process is integral to the Section 4(f) process 
when historic properties are involved. Conversely, the 
Section 4(f) process is not integral to the Section 106 process. 
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e De minimis Uses—For properties that would 
be used, FTA and MTA evaluated the use to 
determine whether it would meet the require- 
ments for a de minimis use. FTA and MTA 
have notified the officials with jurisdiction of 
each property for which they are proposing a 
determination of de minimis use. The officials 
with jurisdiction concurred, enabling FTA to 
issue determinations of de minimis use as part 
of this Final Section 4(f) Evaluation in the 
Record of Decision. 

e Analysis of Avoidance, Minimization, and 
Least-Overall-Harm—For properties that 
would be used by the Preferred Alternative, and 
for which a determination of de minimis use has 
not been made, FTA and MTA have conducted 
an analysis to determine if there are feasible 
and prudent alternatives that avoid the use of 
Section 4(f) properties. In the absence of 
feasible and prudent avoidance alternatives, 
FTA and MTA compared alternatives to deter- 
mine which alternative caused the least overall 
harm and to ensure that the Preferred Alterna- 
tive incorporates all possible planning to 
minimize harm as required by Section 4(f). In 
determining the alternative with the least 
overall harm, FTA and MTA considered design 
refinements, such as alignment shifts, to reduce 
impacts to Section 4(f) properties. 


1.1.1 Definition of Section 4(f) Uses 


After identifying the Section 4(f) properties in the 
project study area, FTA determined whether and to 
what extent the Preferred Alternative would use 
each property. The type of Section 4(f) use was then 
determined according to the Section 4(f) use 
definitions below. 

e Permanent Use—Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.17, 
a permanent use occurs when land from a 
Section 4(f) property is permanently incorpo- 
rated into a transportation project. This may 
occur as a result of partial or full acquisition of 
the Section 4(f) property, permanent easements, 
or temporary easements that exceed regulatory 
limits. 

e Temporary Use—As defined in 23 CFR 
774.13(d), a temporary use occurs when there is 
a temporary use of land that is “adverse in 
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terms of the statute’s preservation purpose as 
determined by the criteria in 23 CFR 
774.13(d).” If the criteria in 23 CFR 774.13(d) 
are met, the “temporary use exception” applies 
in which there is no “use” of the Section 4(f) 
property. If the criteria in 23 CFR 774.13(d) are 
not met, the use is evaluated as permanent. 

e Constructive Use—As defined in 23 CFR 
774.15(a), a constructive use occurs when a 
transportation project does not incorporate land 
from a Section 4(f) property, but the project’s 
proximity impacts are so severe that the 
protected activities, features or attributes that 
qualify a property for protection under 
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. 


1.1.2 Individual Section 4(f) 
Evaluation 


The term “individual Section 4(f) evaluation” is 
used in this evaluation to refer to the process of 
assessing avoidance alternatives, determining the 
alternative with the least overall harm, and consid- 
ering all possible planning to minimize harm for 
each property. This analysis is required for all uses 
of a Section 4(f) property except in the case of a 

de minimis use determination. The steps in this 

analysis are described below: 

e Analyze Avoidance Alternatives—In this step, 
FTA considered alternatives that completely 
avoid the use of a Section 4(f) property. The 
avoidance analysis applied the Section 4(f) 
feasible and prudent criteria (23 CFR 774.17(2) 
and (3)). An alternative is not feasible if it 
cannot be built as a matter of sound engineering 
judgment (2). An avoidance alternative is not 
considered prudent (3) if (i) it compromises the 
project to a degree that it is unreasonable to 
proceed with the project in light of its stated 
purpose and need; (ii) it results in unacceptable 
safety or operational problems; (iii) after 
reasonable mitigation, it still causes: (A) severe 
social, economic, or environmental impacts; (B) 
severe disruption to established communities; 
(C) severe disproportionate impacts to minority 
or low income populations, or (D) severe 
impacts to environmental resources protected 
under other Federal statutes; (iv) it results in 
additional construction, maintenance, or 
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operational costs of an extraordinary magni- 
tude; (v) it causes other unique problems or 
unusual factors; or (vi) it involves multiple 
factors in paragraphs (3)(1) through (3)(v) of 
this definition, that while individually minor, 
cumulatively cause unique problems or impacts 
of extraordinary magnitude. 

e Determine Alternative with Least Overall 
Harm—lIf no feasible and prudent alternative is 
identified that would avoid using a Section 4(f) 
property, FTA determined the alternative that 
would cause the least overall harm to 
Section 4(f) properties using the following 
factors (23 CFR 774.3(c)1): (1) the ability to 
mitigate adverse impacts to each Section 4(f) 
property; (2) the relative severity of the 
remaining harm after mitigation; (3) the relative 
significance of each Section 4(f) property; (4) 
the views of the officials with jurisdiction over 
each property; (5) the degree to which each 
alternative meets the project purpose and need; 
(6) the magnitude of adverse effects to 
resources not protected by Section 4(f); and (7) 
substantial cost differences among the 
alternatives. 

e Consider All Possible Planning to Minimize 
Harm—Upon determining no feasible and 
prudent alternatives to avoid Section 4(f) 
properties, FTA considered and incorporated all 
possible planning to minimize the impacts of 
the Preferred Alternative. All possible planning, 
as defined in 23 CFR 774.17, means that all 
reasonable measures identified in the 
Section 4(f) evaluation to minimize harm or 
mitigate for adverse impacts and effects must 
be included in the project. 

e Coordinate with Officials with Jurisdic- 
tion—FTA and MTA coordinated with the 
officials with jurisdiction over each of the 
protected properties for which a determination 
is made in this Final Section 4(f) Evaluation. 


1.1.3 Temporary Occupancy 
Exception 


Temporary occupancies do not constitute a use and, 
therefore, are not subject to the provisions of 
Section 4(f) if they meet each of the five criteria for 
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temporary occupancy exception in 23 CFR 

774.13(d): 

e Duration of occupancy must be temporary; i.e., 
less than the time needed for construction of the 
project, and there can be no change in 
ownership of the land. 

e The scope of work must be minor; i.e., both the 
nature and magnitude of the changes to the 
Section 4(f) property are minimal. 

e There can be no anticipated permanent adverse 
physical impacts, nor can there be interference 
with the activities, features or attributes of the 
property, on either a temporary or permanent 
basis. 

e The land being used must be fully restored; i.e., 
the property must be returned to a condition 
which is at least as good as that which existed 
prior to the project. 

e Written concurrence must be obtained from the 
officials with jurisdiction, documenting 
agreement with the above conditions. If the 
official with jurisdiction does not agree with a 
temporary occupancy exception determination, 
an analysis of use must be conducted. 


Regarding temporary occupancy, concurrence was 
obtained from the officials with jurisdiction over 
the properties, enabling a final determination to be 
made by FTA in this Final Section 4(f) Evaluation, 
which is included in the Record of Decision. 


1.1.4 De minimis Use 


A determination of de minimis use can be made 
only if the project will not adversely affect the 
features, attributes or activities that make the 
Section 4(f) property significant. The specific 
requirements for a de minimis use determination are 
different for historic sites and for public parklands, 
recreational properties, and wildlife and waterfowl 
refuges. Per Section 4(f) regulations, evaluations of 
avoidance alternatives and selection of an 
alternative having the least overall harm are not 
required if a de minimis use determination is made. 


If the official with jurisdiction does not agree with a 
de minimis use determination, an analysis of avoid- 
ance alternatives must be conducted. If the analysis 
concludes that there is no feasible and prudent 
alternative to use of the Section 4(f) property, FTA 
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may only approve the alternative that causes the 
least overall harm. A least overall harm analysis is 
conducted to determine which alternative may 
proceed. A de minimis use determination is 
inappropriate where a project results in a construc- 
tive use (23 CFR 774.3(b) and 23 CFR 774.17). 


Historic Properties 

As defined in 23 CFR 774.5 and 774.17, a 

de minimis use determination is made for an historic 
site if FTA makes a determination for a property of 
“No Adverse Effect” or “No Historic Properties 
Affected” through consultation under Section 106 
of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), 
and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) 
concurs with that determination. 


Parks, Recreation Properties, and 
Refuges 


A de minimis use on a public parkland, recreational 
property, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge is 
defined as that which does not “adversely affect the 
features, attributes or activities qualifying the 
property for protection under Section 4(f).” This 
determination can be made only with the concur- 
rence of the official with jurisdiction, and can be 
made only after an opportunity for public review 
and comment on the proposed determination. 


1.1.5 Constructive Use 


The FEIS assessment of the potential for proximity 
effects of the Preferred Alternative is used by FTA 
and MTA to determine whether a constructive use 
of properties protected by Section 4(f) would occur. 
The FEIS assesses the direct, indirect and cumula- 
tive effects of the Preferred Alternative on the 
natural and human environment. 


1.2 Purpose and Need 


The purposes of the Purple Line project are the 

following: 

e Provide faster, more direct, and more reliable 
east-west transit service connecting the major 
activity centers in the Purple Line corridor at 
Bethesda, Silver Spring, Takoma/Langley Park, 
College Park, and New Carrollton. 

e Provide better connections to Metrorail services 
located in the corridor. 
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e Improve connectivity to the communities in the 
corridor located between the Metrorail lines. 


A deficiency in east-west transit services in 
Montgomery and Prince George’s counties has been 
identified, in various forms, for more than 20 years 
in regional studies and local land use plans. Grow- 
ing population and employment in the region has 
resulted in increasingly congested roadways. 


Changing land use patterns in Montgomery and 
Prince George’s counties have increased the amount 
of suburb-to-suburb travel to and from the corri- 
dor’s major activity centers. The existing transit 
system is primarily oriented to accommodate travel 
in and out of Washington DC. The only transit 
service available for direct east-west travel is bus 
service, which can be slow and unreliable because it 
operates on a congested roadway system. East-west 
travel on Metrorail within the corridor is possible, 
but requires a trip into and then out of Washington 
DC. Large transit-dependent populations in the 
corridor are affected adversely by the poor 
connectivity and unreliability of the existing east- 
west transit services. The Purple Line project 
proposes to reduce or eliminate these deficiencies. 


1.2.1 Need for Faster and More 
Reliable Transit Service 


Faster and more reliable transit service is needed in 
the Purple Line corridor to address two related 
transportation problems arising from existing and 
forecasted transit service market demands: the 
increasingly detrimental effect of existing and 
expected future roadway congestion in the corridor 
on travel times, and the resulting unreliability of the 
east-west bus transit services in the corridor. The 
congested roadways mean that bus travel times are 
not predictable. 


The transit service market demands to, from and 
within the corridor demonstrate the nature and 
importance of the local and regional travel occur- 
ring in the project corridor. Expected growth in 
population, employment, and activity centers will 
place a substantial burden on the roadway and 
transit service networks in the corridor between 
now and the design year. Road-based bus depend- 
ability will deteriorate as traffic congestion grows, 
making access to destinations such as major activity 
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centers and radial transit services slow and 
unreliable. Populations that are transit-dependent 
will be particularly adversely affected by these 
conditions. 


1.2.2 Need for More Direct Transit 
Connections to Metrorail 


The corridor is deficient in fast, reliable east-west 
transit services providing access to and from the 
Metrorail system. WMATA’s Metrorail service 
connects Bethesda, Silver Spring, College Park, and 
New Carrollton. However, since this service is 
radially-oriented, rail travel between these centers 
requires a lengthy, time-consuming trip into 
Washington DC and then, in most cases, trans- 
ferring to a different radial line. A Metrorail trip 
between Bethesda and Silver Spring requires taking 
the Red Line into the Washington DC core and then 
traveling back out. To travel from Silver Spring to 
College Park by Metrorail requires taking the Red 
Line to the Washington DC core and then trans- 
ferring to the Green Line to College Park. The 
Metrorail station at College Park is approximately 
one mile from the eastern edge of the University of 
Maryland (UMD) campus, requiring a bus transfer 
to get to or from UMD. 


1.2.3 Need for Better Connectivity to 
the Communities In Between 
the Metrorail Lines 


As noted above, the corridor lacks fast, reliable 
east-west transit to serve the communities located in 
the wedges between the Metrorail lines. These com- 
munities are dependent on local bus services, which 
are often slow and unreliable because of the 
existing congested roadways. 


The county bus services, provided by Montgomery 
County Ride On and Prince George’s TheBus, both 
terminate in Takoma/Langley Park at the county 
boundary, requiring the through traveler to transfer 
to continue an east-west trip. The majority of these 
bus transfers take place at the intersection of 
University Boulevard and New Hampshire Avenue, 
which is the planned location of the Takoma/ 
Langley Park Transit Center and a planned Purple 
Line station. 
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1.3 Description of the Preferred 
Alternative 


The Purple Line will be a 16.2-mile light rail transit 
(LRT) line project in the Maryland suburbs of 
Washington DC inside the Capital Beltway (1-495). 
The Purple Line will extend between Bethesda 
Metro station in Montgomery County and New 
Carrollton Metro station in Prince George’s County. 
It will connect both branches of the Washington 
Metrorail Red Line, at Bethesda and Silver Spring, 
the Green Line at College Park, and the Orange 
Line at New Carrollton; all three Maryland Area 
Rail Commuter (MARC) lines; local and regional 
bus systems; and Amtrak’s Northeast Corridor. 


1.3.1 Preferred Alternative 


The Preferred Alternative will be at grade except 
for one short tunnel section and three sections 
elevated on structures. The Preferred Alternative 
will operate mainly in dedicated or exclusive lanes, 
providing fast, reliable transit operations. The 
alignment, stations, system elements, yard, mainte- 
nance facility and operating plan are summarized in 
Table 1-2, shown on Figure 1-1, and described in 
the following sections. 


Table 1-2. Summary of Preferred 
Alternative 


Preferred Alternative 


Length 16.2 miles 
Stations 21 
Storage and 2 


maintenance facilities 
Ancillary facilities 20 traction power 
substations—18 along 


the alignment and 2 in 











yards 
Approximately 14 signal 
bungalows 
Length in tunnel 0.3 miles 
Length on aerial 7,560 feet 
structures 
Travel time 63 minutes during peak 
(Bethesda—New hours 
Carrollton) 60 minutes during off 





peak hours 
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Alignment 


Bethesda to Silver Spring Transit 
Center—4.3 miles 

The transitway will begin on the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way in Bethesda. The Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way crosses under Wisconsin 
Avenue. On either side of the Wisconsin Avenue 
bridge, buildings have been built above the right-of- 
way; the Apex building west of Wisconsin Avenue, 
and the Air Rights building to the east. The western 
terminus will include a short section of track 
extending west outside the Apex building for 
approximately 100 feet. The Bethesda station will 
be under the Apex building. 


The station will connect to elevators serving a new 
south entrance to the Bethesda Metrorail station. 
The elevators will continue up to Elm Street. 
Access also will be provided from Woodmont Plaza 
to the west, and via a sidewalk from the Capital 
Crescent Trail. This sidewalk from the elevator 
lobby area adjacent to the Purple Line station and 
under the Air Rights building will provide access to 
the station from the east. The transitway will 
continue east under both Wisconsin Avenue and the 
Air Rights building. After emerging from under the 
Air Rights building, the transitway will continue in 
the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, crossing 
under East West Highway and passing through the 
Columbia Country Club (see Figure 1-2 for an 
illustration of a typical section in the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way). 
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Figure 1-1. Purple Line Preferred Alternative 
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Figure 1-2. Typical Section in 
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Continuing along the Georgetown Branch right-of- 
way, the transitway will cross Connecticut Avenue 
on a bridge. The Chevy Chase Lake station will be 
on the east side of Connecticut Avenue, elevated at 
the level of the bridge with connections to street 
level provided by stairs and elevators. The transit- 
way will continue east, returning to grade, and then 
pass under Jones Mill Road. A new bridge, 
approximately 10-15 feet lower than the existing 
pedestrian bridge, will carry the transitway across 
Rock Creek. The Lyttonsville Yard will be located 
on the north side of the transitway, mostly west of 
the Lyttonsville Place bridge. The Lyttonsville 
station will be located east of the bridge. 


Continuing east in the Georgetown Branch right-of- 
way to the CSX (known as the CSXT right-of-way 
in the FEIS) right-of-way, the transitway will 
continue parallel to the CSX right-of-way on the 
south side (see Figure 1-3 for an illustration of a 
typical section along the CSX right-of-way). 


Figure 1-3. CSX Right-of-Way Typical 
Section, Looking Southeast 








CAPITAL CRESCENT TRAIL 5K/ WMATA CORRIDOR 


It will pass under the bridges at Talbot Avenue, 
16th Street, and Spring Street within or adjacent to 
the CSX right-of-way, at approximately the same 
elevation as the CSX tracks. The Woodside station 
will be just east of the 16th Street Bridge. East of 
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the Falkland Chase (formerly Falklands) Apart- 
ments, the transitway will cross over the CSX 
tracks to the north on an aerial structure and enter 
the Silver Spring Transit Center (SSTC) parallel to, 
but higher than, the existing Metrorail tracks. The 
SSTC station platform will be located between the 
SSTC and the existing railroad tracks. 


Silver Spring Transit Center to 
Takoma/Langley Park Transit Center— 
3.2 miles 

East of the SSTC, the transitway will turn away 
from the CSX right-of-way and descend to grade on 
the south side of Bonifant Street in dedicated lanes. 
The transitway will cross Georgia Avenue at grade, 
shifting to the north side of Bonifant Street. Just 
before reaching Fenton Street, the transitway will 
turn north to pass through the future Silver Spring 
Library building, the location of a station, and enter 
the intersection of Fenton Street and Wayne 
Avenue. The transitway will continue on Wayne 
Avenue in mixed-use lanes in the center of the 
roadway. The intersection of Wayne Avenue and 
Dale Drive is the location of the Dale Drive station. 


The transitway will continue along Wayne Avenue 
(Figure 1-4). After crossing the intersection of Sligo 
Creek Parkway, it will enter a tunnel from Wayne 
Avenue east of Manchester Road to avoid the steep 
grade of Wayne Avenue. The Manchester Place 
station in the portal of the tunnel will be accessed 
both at grade from Wayne Avenue or by stairs or 
elevators from Plymouth Street above. The transit- 
way will emerge from the tunnel on the south side 
of Arliss Street in dedicated lanes and will continue 
to the intersection of Piney Branch Road. The Long 
Branch station will be on the west side of Arliss 
Street at this intersection. 


Figure 1-4. Wayne Avenue Typical 
Section, Looking East 
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The transitway will run in the median of Piney 
Branch Road to the intersection with University 
Boulevard. Piney Branch Road will be widened to 
accommodate the two new transit lanes. 


The Piney Branch station will be in the median of 
University Boulevard at this intersection. The 
transitway will continue south in dedicated lanes in 
the median of University Boulevard to a station at 
the intersection with New Hampshire Avenue, 
adjacent to the Takoma/Langley Park Transit 
Center. On University Boulevard the Preferred 
Alternative will replace the two center traffic lanes 
with the transitway. See Figure 1-5 for a typical 
section of the transitway in the median of 
University Boulevard. 


Figure 1-5. University Boulevard Typical 
Section, Looking East 





Takoma/Langley Park Transit Center to 
College Park Metrorail Station—4.0 
miles 

Continuing along University Boulevard, the Riggs 
Road station will be in the median of University 
Boulevard on the west side of the Riggs Road 
intersection. The transitway will continue on 
University Boulevard, crossing Adelphi Road at 
grade to enter the University of Maryland (UMD) 
campus. The Adelphi Road/West Campus station 
will be located here directly across from UMD 
University College. 


The transitway will turn left at Presidential Drive 
and follow a future extension of Union Drive as 
shown in the UMD 2011-2030 Facilities Master 
Plan in an area which currently contains parking 
lots to connect to the existing Union Drive and 
continue to Campus Drive. The Campus Center 
station will be located near Cole Student Activities 
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Building. The transitway will continue on Campus 
Drive to Regents Drive. Campus Drive will be 
rebuilt as a three-lane roadway, with the outside 
lanes shared by Purple Line vehicles and buses and 
the center lane as a one-way lane for general traffic. 
The Preferred Alternative will continue at grade in a 
new exclusive transitway from Regents Drive, 
along the parking lots adjacent to the Armory, 
behind the Visitors Center to Rossborough Lane. 
The transitway will cross US | at grade on 
Rossborough Lane, to enter the East Campus 
development. The East Campus station will be on 
Rossborough Lane just east of US 1. The transitway 
will continue east to Paint Branch Parkway in 
dedicated lanes along the curb and will continue on 
Paint Branch Parkway in mixed-use lanes. Imme- 
diately east of the existing station parking garage, it 
will turn and enter the College Park—UMD Metro 
station area and will run adjacent to the Metrorail 
tracks. The Purple Line College Park Metro station 
will be located here. After passing behind the 
proposed parking garage for the currently planned 
future residential development, the transitway will 
turn towards River Road. 


College Park Metrorail Station to New 
Carrollton Metrorail Station—4.7 miles 
The Preferred Alternative will parallel the south 
side of River Road from River Tech Court to Haig 
Drive. The M Square station will be just west of 
Haig Drive. The transitway will continue along the 
side of River Road, cross over the Northeast 
Branch, and turn right into the median of 
Kenilworth Avenue. It will rise on an aerial 
structure that begins near Quesada Street and will 
continue over the intersection of Kenilworth 
Avenue and East West Highway where it will then 
turn left onto the south side of Riverdale Road. The 
Riverdale Park station will be on the elevated 
structure just after the intersection. The transitway 
will return to grade in dedicated lanes adjacent to 
Riverdale Road on the south side and will then pass 
under the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. The 
existing bridges of the Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway over Riverdale Road will be lengthened to 
accommodate the Preferred Alternative. The 
Beacon Heights station will be just west of the 
intersection with Veterans Parkway. 
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The transitway will turn at Veterans Parkway and 
continue on the south side of the parkway, as shown 
in Figure 1-6. Along Veterans Parkway, the 
Glenridge Maintenance Facility will be located at 
the current site of the Maryland-National Capital 
Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC) 
Northern Area Maintenance-Glenridge Service 
Center. The transitway will cross Annapolis Road at 
grade to arrive at the Annapolis Road station. It will 
continue along Veterans Parkway and turn left at 
Ellin Road and travel in the outside lanes of Ellin 
Road in mixed-traffic operations to arrive at the 
transitway terminus at the New Carrollton Metro 
station. 


Figure 1-6. Veterans Parkway Typical 
Section, Looking East 





Capital Crescent Trail 

As part of the Preferred Alternative, the permanent 
Capital Crescent Trail will be constructed within 
the Georgetown Branch right-of-way for a distance 
of 3.3 miles between Bethesda and the CSX 
Metropolitan Branch. At the junction with the CSX 
the trail is planned to continue on the north side of 
the CSX corridor from the Talbot Avenue Bridge to 
the SSTC. The permanent Capital Crescent Trail 
will replace the existing Georgetown Branch 
Interim Trail which currently extends from 
Bethesda to Stewart Avenue within the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way. 


MTA will plan, design, and construct the permanent 
Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and Silver 
Spring. The Capital Crescent Trail will be owned 
and operated by Montgomery County, which will 
be responsible for providing the funds to construct 
it. Funding for the trail is in the county’s Capital 
Improvements Program. Because the Capital 
Crescent Trail will be a county facility, 
Montgomery County has determined design 
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elements such as the trail width, the type of surface, 
and inclusion of additional amenities such as 
lighting. 


This FEIS for the Purple Line describes the 
environmental impacts of the trail and mitigation. 
Once completed, the Capital Crescent Trail will be 
a paved trail, generally 12 feet wide with 2-foot 
unpaved shoulders, except that it may be narrower 
in locations where the width is constrained. Where 
there is sufficient width, the trail will be located 
approximately 10 feet from the transitway to 
provide a landscaped buffer between the two. The 
trail will include 23 access locations, listed below: 
e Elm Street Park 

e Bethesda Station 

e Pearl Street 

e East West Highway 

e Sleaford Road 

e Kentbury Drive 

e Newdale Road 

e Connecticut Avenue 

e Jones Mill Road 

e Rock Creek Trail 

e Grubb Road 

e Lyttonsville Place 

e Stewart Avenue 

e Michigan Avenue 

e Kansas Avenue 

e 4th Avenue 

e = Lyttonsville Road 

e 616th Street 

e 3rd Avenue 

e Spring Street 

e Apple Avenue 

e Silver Spring Transit Center 

e Ripifant Street/Metropolitan Branch Trail 


Due to the physical constraints under Wisconsin 
Avenue and the Air Rights and Apex buildings, the 
construction of a full-width trail above the LRT 
tracks in the underpass would incur high costs and a 
very high risk due to the need to lower the 
transitway and reinforce the piers that support the 
buildings above. In March 2012 the Montgomery 
County Council decided that it would defer the 
construction of a full width trail in this built-over 
section because of the high cost and associated 
risks. 


Attachment D—Final Section 4(f) Evaluation 


March 2014 


In fall 2012 MTA developed a new option that 
would provide a sidewalk connection from the trail 
to the Bethesda station platform (Figure 1-7). While 
not a full-width trail, this 5 to 7-foot sidewalk 
would allow pedestrians to access the Purple Line 
station, the elevators to the Red Line station and 
Elm Street, and continue to Woodmont Plaza. This 
option was presented to and endorsed by the 
Montgomery County Council in September 2012. 


As a separate project, Montgomery County is 
constructing an at-grade connection between the 
existing Capital Crescent Trail in Bethesda and Elm 
Street Park. This connection includes bike lanes and 
signage on existing streets. The connection is part 
of the Montgomery County Countywide Bikeways 
Functional Master Plan (2005). 


From Elm Street Park on the south side of the right- 
of-way, the Capital Crescent Trail will cross over 
the transitway on an elevated structure. Once on the 
north side of the transitway the trail will descend to 
ground level. Between approximately Pearl Street 


Figure 1-7. Bethesda Station 
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and Rock Creek, the trail will be on the north side 
of the transitway. 


The trail will cross Connecticut Avenue on a 
separate bridge adjacent to the transitway and will 
provide pedestrian and bicycle access to the Chevy 
Chase Lake station. The trail will continue east, 
passing under Jones Mill Road and crossing Rock 
Creek on a separate bridge that will be lower than 
the transitway bridge. After crossing Rock Creek, 
the trail will pass under the transitway to the south 
side. 


Between Bethesda and Stewart Avenue in 
Lyttonsville, the trail will parallel the transitway in 
a similar location as the existing trail. The trail will 
follow the transitway until crossing to the northeast 
side of the CSX right-of-way via the new Talbot 
Avenue Bridge. The trail will be built parallel to, 
and on the northeast side of, the CSX right-of-way. 
In correspondence dated September 3, 2013, CSX 
agreed to the use of CSX property for the trail. This 
provision would enable the construction of a 


DRAFT WORK-IN-PROGRES 
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complete off-road connection for trail users into 
downtown Silver Spring. The trail would cross the 
CSX right-of-way on the reconstructed Talbot 
Avenue bridge and would continue on the north 
side of the CSX right-of-way to the Silver Spring 
Transit Center. The use or purchase of CSX 
property is under negotiation with CSX. Use of 
CSX property for the trail is only needed between 
the Talbot Avenue Bridge and 16th Street. 


Stations 

Twenty-one stations, including the Dale Drive 
station, are planned for the Preferred Alternative. 
The station locations were selected based on 
connections with existing transit services and urban 
design principles including access and safety, 
public space availability, local plans, ridership 
catchment areas, and engineering feasibility. 
Potential station locations were presented to 
community members, local jurisdictions, and other 
stakeholders for input. In some cases, stations were 
moved or shifted in response to comments and 
included in the 2012 Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement Re-evaluation. Seventeen of the stations 
will be at street level, three will be on aerial 
structures, and one will be in a tunnel portal. Most 
riders will walk to the stations or transfer from 
other transit services. Access plans for each station 
have been developed to enhance pedestrian and 
transit access for nearby communities. Ramps, 
stairs, elevators, and escalators in compliance with 
the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, as 
amended, will be provided where needed. 


As illustrated in Figure 1-8 and Figure 1-9, the 
stations will have either side or center platforms 
depending on the site characteristics and space 
availability. The characteristics of each station are 
summarized in Table 1-3. The platforms will be 


approximately 200 feet long to serve two-car trains. 


Stations will include ticket vending machines, 
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weather shelters for passengers, lighting, 
wayfinding and informational signage, trash 
receptacles, seating, and security equipment such as 
emergency telephones and closed circuit television 
cameras. The Purple Line will use off board fare 
collection, compatible with the SmarTrip system, 
and a barrier-free proof-of-payment system. 
Landscaping and bike storage will be included 
where space allows. The size of station shelters and 
the number of bike storage facilities will be relative 
to the projected ridership at each station. 


Track Types 

Four types of track (ballasted, embedded, direct 

fixation, and green track) are being considered for 

the project. They are described below: 

e Ballasted track will be used where the transit- 
way will not be used by other vehicles, such as 
along Veterans Parkway. Ballast is made up of 
stones of granite or a similar material. Ballasted 
track is formed by packing ballast between, 
below, and around the railroad ties. The ballast 
provides support, load transfer, and drainage to 
the track. 

e Embedded track will be used where the Purple 
Line operates in mixed-use lanes on Wayne 
Avenue and Paint Branch Parkway and where 
vehicles will cross or drive on the tracks. 
Embedded track is track structure that is 
completely covered, except for the top of the 
rails, with pavement. Embedded track can 
typically be found where light rail transit routes 
are constructed within public streets, pedestrian 
or transit malls, or any area where rubber-tired 
vehicles must operate. 

e Direct fixation track will be used where the 
Purple Line is on bridges or in a tunnel. Direct 
fixation track is similar to embedded track in 
that the rails are fastened directly to the track 
support. 


Attachment D—Final Section 4(f) Evaluation 


March 2014 Purple Line Record of Decision 


Figure 1-8. Typical Center Platform Station 
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Table 1-3. Station Summary 
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Vertical | Platform 
S\relileyal |Mojer= lilo) Markets Served | o}er=\i(0) am i BY, @) Connecting Transit Services 
Bethesda Georgetown Branch right-of-way Central business and Under Center | Metrorail Red Line; Metrobus: J2, J3, J7, J9; Ride 
and Elm Street, west of Wisconsin | residential district, and Building On: 29, 30, 32, 33, 34, 36, 42, 47, 70, 92 
Avenue, under Apex Building transfers 
Chevy Chase Lake/ | Georgetown Branch ROW at Local business and Aerial Side Metrobus: L7, L8 
Connecticut Avenue | Connecticut Avenue residential 
Lyttonsville Georgetown Branch ROW at Local business and At Grade | Center | Ride On: 2 
Lyttonsville Place residential 
Woodside/16th South of CSX ROW at 16th Street Local business and At Grade Side Metrobus: J5, Q2, Y5, Y7, Y8, Y9; Ride On: 3, 4, 5, 
Street residential, and transfers 127 
Silver Spring Transit | Silver Spring Metrorail Station Central business and Aerial Center | Metrorail Red Line; MARC Brunswick Line; 
Center residential district, Metrobus: F4, F6, J1, J2, J3, J5, Q2, S2, S4, Y5, Y7, 
entertainment, Y8, YO, Z2, Z6, Z8, ZY, Z11, Z13, Z29, 70, 71, 79; 
and transfers Ride On: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 
19, 20, 22, 28, 127 
Silver Spring Library | Wayne Avenue and Fenton Street | Central business and At Grade Side Metrobus: F4, F6; Ride On: 12, 16, 17, 19, 20, 28 
residential district, and 
transfers 
Dale Drive Wayne Avenue at Dale Drive Local residential At Grade | Center | Ride On: 3, 12, 19; 
Manchester Place Wayne Avenue between Local residential Tunnel Side Ride On: 12, 13, 19 
Manchester Road and Manchester Portal 
Place 
Long Branch Arliss Street at Piney Branch Road _ | Local business and At Grade | Center | Ride On: 14, 16, 20, 24 
residential 
Piney Branch Road __| University Boulevard and Piney Local business and At Grade | Center | Metrobus: C2, C4; Ride On: 14, 15, 16, 20, 24 
Branch Road residential, and transfers 
Takoma/Langley University Boulevard and New Local business and At Grade | Center | Metrobus: C2, C4, F8, K6; Ride On: 16, 17, 18; 
Transit Center Hampshire Avenue residential, and transfers TheBus: 17, 18 
Riggs Road University Boulevard and Riggs Local business and At Grade | Center | Metrobus: C2, C4, F8, R5, R1, R2; TheBus: 17, 18 
Road residential, and transfers 
Adelphi Road/West | Campus Drive and Adelphi Road Residential, UMUC, and At Grade | Center | Metrobus: C2, C8, F6, F8, R3; TheBus: 17 
Campus transfers 
Campus Center Campus Drive at Cole Student UMD At Grade Side Metrobus: C2, C8, F6; UM Shuttles; TheBus: 17, 
Activities Building 
East Campus Rossborough Lane at US 1 Commercial, hotel, At Grade Side Metrobus: C2, C8, F6, 81, 83, 86; TheBus: 17 
residential, UM, and 
transfers 
College Park Metro | River Road at College ParkK—UMD | Residential, future mixed- At Grade | Center | Metrorail Green Line; MARC Camden Line; 
Metro station use development, and Metrobus: C2, C8, F6, R12, 83, 86; TheBus: 14, 17 
transfers CAR: G, H 
M Square River Road at Haig Drive/University | M Square Research Park At Grade Side Metrobus : F6, R12; TheBus: 14 
Research Court and residential 
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Platform 
Type 






Connecting Transit Services 





Riverdale Park Kenilworth Avenue and MD 410 Local business, and Side Metrobus: F4, R12, 84, 85; TheBus: 14 
residential 
Beacon Heights Riverdale Road at Veterans Local business and Side Metrobus: F4, 84, 85; TheBus: 14 
Parkway residential 

















Annapolis Road/ Veterans Parkway at Annapolis Local business Side Metrobus: F13, T18, 

Glenridge Road 

New Carrollton Ellin Road at New Carrollton Metro | Business, residential, and Center | Metrorail Orange Line; MARC Penn Line; Amtrak; 
station transfers Metrobus: B21, B22, B24, B25, B27, B29, B31, C28, 














F4, F6, F12, F13, F14, R12, 716, T17, T18, 84,85, 
88; TheBus: 15, 16, 21, 21X 








Notes: Bus Operators: WMATA Metrobus = WMATA, Ride On = Montgomery County, TheBus = Prince George’s County, CAR = Connect a Ride 


WMATA J4, Ride On 15, and Shuttle-UM 111 will likely be replaced by the Purple Line 
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e Green track (Figure 1-10) is trackway where 
plant material is grown between the rails. Green 
track is commonly used in Europe and is being 
evaluated for portions of the Purple Line. Green 
track can be an aesthetic treatment and under 
certain conditions may be used to address 
stormwater management requirements. 


Figure 1-10. Green Tracks with Grass 


-E) 





é- ret piger es q 


In some locations there is no choice of track type. 
For example, the tracks must be embedded where 
other vehicles will operate on or cross the tracks. In 
other areas the track type is being evaluated based 
on operations, maintenance, cost, and aesthetics. 


Storage and Maintenance Facilities 
The Preferred Alternative will have two storage and 
maintenance facilities: one at Lyttonsville in 
Montgomery County and the other at Glenridge in 
Prince George’s County. The AA/DEIS envisioned 
that approximately half the fleet would be stored in 
each location, and the maintenance and operations 
activities will be split. However, this resulted in 
some redundant activities as certain functions 
would be performed at both sites, and maintenance 
buildings would be required at each site with 
associated materials storage, locker rooms, training/ 
break rooms, and other employee services. As 
discussed below and in the 2012 Draft Environ- 
mental Impact Statement Re-evaluation, the 
activities at the sites have been reconsidered as a 
result of further design work to reduce redundant 
activities, reduce costs, and minimize impacts. 
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Lyttonsville Yard 

The Lyttonsville yard will be parallel to the transit- 
way and provide tracks to store vehicles not in use 
or waiting for repair. The yard will include a train 
wash, a traction power substation, fuel pumps, 
office facilities, operations center, and an employee 
parking structure located above the storage tracks. 
The parking structure will provide 200 spaces for 
MTA employees and 200 spaces for employees of 
the county’s maintenance facility. The parking for 
county employees will be provided because the 
yard will displace their existing parking facility. A 
stormwater management facility will be constructed 
underground. Figure 1-11 shows the Lyttonsville 
Yard site plan. 


Glenridge Maintenance Facility 

The Glenridge Maintenance Facility will be located 
at the current site of the M-NCPPC Northern Area 
Maintenance—Glenridge Service Center. The 
facility will provide the repair and maintenance 
needs. To increase the separation from, and reduce 
impacts to, Glenridge Park and Glenridge Ele- 
mentary School, a more linear configuration is 
designed for the Glenridge site rather than the loop 
configuration proposed in the AA/DEIS. Most 
activities will occur in the maintenance building. 
Approximately 225 parking spaces will be provided 
for MTA employees. A traction power substation 
will also be located at this facility. Figure 1-12 
shows the Glenridge Maintenance Facility site plan. 


Ancillary Facilities 


Traction Power Substations 

Traction power substations convert electric power 
to appropriate voltage and type to power the light 
rail vehicles. The Preferred Alternative will require 
substations approximately every mile. The 
Preferred Alternative will have twenty substations, 
including 18 along the transitway and one each at 
the Lyttonsville and Glenridge facilities (see 
December 2013 drawings titled, “Preliminary 
Engineering, Purple Line Light Rail” on the project 
website). The substation structures will range in 
size from approximately 15 by 52 feet to 22 by 60 
feet. The substations will be sited at easily 
accessible locations with approximately 10 feet of 
space around the substation building for access and 
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for underground electrical facilities. Depending on 
the visual sensitivity of each site, landscaping or 
other screening could be used. 


Signal Bungalows 

Signal bungalows contain elements of the signaling 
control system, circuits and equipment required for 
train operation. Fourteen signal bungalows will be 
located along the transitway at track crossover 
locations and will be approximately 10 feet by 

20 feet in size. Depending on the visual sensitivity 
of each site, landscaping or other screening could 
be used. 


Overhead Contact System 

The overhead contact system (OCS) provides a 
continuous supply of electrical power to the LRT 
vehicles. This is achieved by the use of overhead 


Figure 1-11. Lyttonsville Yard 
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wires centered over the tracks, supported by poles. 
The vehicles have rooftop pantographs which run 
along the wires supplying the vehicles with power. 
Depending on the location, the poles supporting the 
overhead contact system will be positioned in 
between the tracks, or on either side, outside of the 
tracks. In some cases, poles also will be used for 
street lights or signs. MTA will work with the local 
utility companies and jurisdictions to investigate the 
opportunities for this shared use during the design 
phase of the project. 


Two types of wire systems are designed for the 
Purple Line: an auto-tensioned simple catenary and 
a fixed-termination single contact wire. 


Mmm PROPOSED RETAINING WALL 
AND/OR NOISE PANEL 


‘~*~ PROPOSED FENCE 
W777/, POTENTIAL DISPLACEMENT 
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Figure 1-12. Glenridge Maintenance Facility 
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An auto-tensioned simple catenary system typically 
consists of a messenger wire supporting a contact 
wire by means of hangers (Figure 1-13). The 
distance between the messenger wire and the 
contact wire is typically four feet. In straight 
sections of the transitway the support poles can be 
up to 240 feet apart, but will need to be more 
closely spaced in curves. 


A fixed-termination single contact wire uses a 
single trolley wire (Figure 1-14); however, because 
of the electrical load requirements, a parallel 
supplementary feeder needs to tap into the trolley 
wire approximately every 200 feet. 
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PROPOSED FENCE 


—— PROPOSED PAVED DRIVE AISLES 
& SURFACE PARKING 


The auto-tensioned simple catenary will be used for 
the majority of the transitway, while the fixed- 
termination single contact wire will be used for the 
Plymouth Street tunnel and the portion of the 
transitway from the Adelphi Road/West Campus 
station to the East Campus station. A double feeder 
system will be installed through the center of the 
UMD campus to minimize the potential for 
electromagnetic interference (EMI) impacts to 
university research activities. (See the memos 
regarding EMI mitigation and minimization in 
Summary of Alternatives Analysis, 2008 to the 
Present (2012)). 
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Figure 1-13. Auto Tensioned Catenary 
System 





Figure 1-14. Fixed- 
Termination Single Contact 
Wire Sharing a Pole with 
Street Lights 





Gates 

An automatic gate protects road users and 
pedestrians, and informs them of the approach or 
presence of rail traffic at grade crossings. 
Automatic gates are typically installed in 
conjunction with flashing light signals, and they are 
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designed to extend across the approaching roadway 
to block roadway vehicles or pedestrians from 
crossing the tracks when a train is approaching. On 
the Purple Line, the decision to install automatic 
gates at grade crossings will be based on 
engineering studies of each crossing. In general, 
automatic gates will be installed at grade crossings 
of dedicated alignments where LRT speeds will 
exceed 35 mph. 


Crossovers 

A crossover is a location where a rail vehicle can 
move from one set of tracks to another. Twelve 
crossovers will be provided, one at each of the two 
terminal stations at Bethesda and New Carrollton, 
and 10 intermediate crossovers. The crossovers at 
the terminal stations will be used for normal 
operations to provide access to both platform tracks. 
The intermediate crossovers will be used during 
special operations or during maintenance. These 
have been located to provide approximately 12- 
minute headways in both directions when single- 
track operations are required. 


Additionally, two pocket tracks will be located on 
either side of the UMD campus to facilitate the 
addition of supplementary trains during special 
events at the University. Pocket tracks are short 
sections of track located off the mainline transitway 
to provide a place to stage supplementary trains. 
The pocket tracks will be located in the median of 
University Boulevard near Riggs Road and just east 
of the College Park Metro station, behind the 
proposed joint development residential building on 
River Road. 


Preferred Alternative Service 


Characteristics 

The operations plan for the Preferred Alternative is 
based on a number of assumptions that were 
developed from the ridership estimates. Headways 
for the line were planned to provide sufficient 
capacity for that passenger volume. The Preferred 
Alternative will take approximately 63 minutes to 
travel the corridor from Bethesda to New Carrollton 
during peak hours, and 60 minutes during off peak 
hours. When operating in or adjacent to roadways, 
the Preferred Alternative will operate at, or below, 
the posted speed limit. 
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Hours of Service and Headways 

The Preferred Alternative will operate seven days a 
week. The hours of operation will be scheduled to 
meet the first and last Metrorail train at each of the 
four stations where the Preferred Alternative 
connects with Metrorail (Table 1-4). Peak hour 
headways will be 6 minutes, and off-peak headways 
will be 10-12 minutes. 


Table 1-4. Approximate Span of Service 


I DY- Ware) MAY (==), Gi (tm (00 [gO] ©) OL =I = 100) 01 

















Monday-— 5:00 AM—12:00 AM 

Thursday 

Friday 5:00 AM—3:00 AM 

Saturday 7:00 AM—3:00 AM 

Sunday 7:00 AM—12:00 AM 
Fares 


Purple Line fares are assumed to be flat fares 
following the regular Metrobus fares and policies. 
Passengers will purchase tickets from ticket 
vending machines at stations and board the trains 
through multiple doors to expedite boarding. A 
proof-of-payment method is assumed, with roving, 
on-board fare inspectors. SmarTrip cards and other 
multi-trip passes will be available for purchase at 
Metro sales offices, retail outlets, or Commuter 
Stores. Passengers will swipe their cards to record 
the trip before boarding the Purple Line. A transfer 
from the Purple Line to the Metrorail is expected to 
require payment of the Metrorail fare while a the 
fare for transfer from Metrorail to the Purple Line 
would be reduced. Transfer fares with Metrobus 
and other local services would be similar to existing 
bus-to-bus transfer fare policies. MTA will 
establish the fare policies prior to the start of 
operations. 


Preferred Alternative Operating 


Characteristics 

The specific vehicles for the Purple Line have not 
been identified, but a set of general design criteria 
have been established calling for articulated 
vehicles approximately 95 feet long operating in 
two-car trains. Each vehicle will accommodate 140 
passengers for a total train capacity of 280. The 
vehicles will be at least 70 percent low-floor 
vehicles for easy boarding. 
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Preferred Alternative Costs 


Capital Cost 

The estimated capital cost for the Purple Line is 
$2.2 billion in Year of Expenditure dollars. This 
cost includes the transitway construction, vehicles, 
support facilities, right-of-way, and the engineering 
and other professional services required to design 
and implement the project. These costs are 
presented in detail in the Purple Line Capital Cost 
Technical Report (2013). 


Project capital funding is expected to come from 
federal, State/local, and private sources with up to 
50 percent of funding planned to come from the 
federal FTA New Starts program. FTA’s New 
Starts program is a discretionary federal program 
that provides capital grants for the construction of 
fixed-guideway transit projects. The Purple Line 
will compete for New Starts funding grants with 
projects from across the country. On October 7, 
2011, the Purple Line was approved for FTA New 
Starts Preliminary Engineering Phase, as it was 
called at the time of approval, based on the 
previously submitted Request to Enter Preliminary 
Engineering. The project was deemed competitive 
in projected ridership, cost-effectiveness, user 
benefits, and many other areas, as compared to 
other projects receiving federal funds, and it is 
believed the project continues to be competitive for 
the next phases under the new local financial 
commitment criteria FTA has established under the 
recent federal MAP-21 law that enabled the New 
Starts program. The State of Maryland is 
identifying funding options from state and local 
sources for its share of the funding with the primary 
state source being the Transportation Trust Fund. 


As the SSTC and the Takoma/Langley Transit 
Center are funded separately and scheduled to be 
constructed independently and in advance of the 
Purple Line, no costs are assumed here except for 
possible modifications of the projects to accom- 
modate the Purple Line. The new south entrance to 
the Bethesda Metro station also is an independent 
project, but it will be built at the same time as the 
Purple Line. 


The expenditure for the Georgetown Branch right- 
of-way between Bethesda and the CSX Metro- 
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politan Branch, purchased previously by 
Montgomery County for the specific purposes of 
providing both a transitway and trail, is assumed to 
be already contributed by the county to the project. 


The Capital Crescent Trail between Bethesda and 
Silver Spring will be constructed by MTA concur- 
rently with the construction of the Purple Line. 
Along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, MTA 
will include sufficient right-of-way for the trail as 
part of the design of the project, and will design the 
transitway to be compatible with the trail. Construc- 
tion of the trail itself will be funded by 
Montgomery County. The cost of construction of 
the trail is not included as part of the $2.2 billion 
cost estimate of the project. Funding for the trail is 
in Montgomery County’s approved Capital 
Improvements Program. The Green Trail along 
Wayne Avenue is not part of the Purple Line and 
also will be funded separately by Montgomery 
County, but likely will be built with the Purple 
Line. 


It is assumed that the use of roadway rights-of-way 
controlled by the state, counties, and local jurisdic- 
tions, including those on the UMD campus and at 
Metrorail stations, will be granted to the project at 
no cost, except for construction of new facilities 
and replacement or repair of existing facilities and 
utilities. 


Operations and Maintenance Costs 
MTA is assumed to be responsible for operation 
and maintenance of the Purple Line services and 
associated costs. This annual cost is estimated to be 
$38 million (2012 dollars). MTA, WMATA, 
Montgomery County, Prince George’s County, 
UMD, and other transit operators in the corridor 
and the region will continue to be responsible for 
operations and maintenance of their bus and rail 
transit services and facilities, recognizing that some 
adjustments to service levels and routing bus 
services may result from implementation of the 
project. 


2 

The Green Trail is a Montgomery County DOT project that 
would parallel the Purple Line along Wayne Avenue in Silver 
Spring. The trail would be an eight to 10-foot wide pedestrian 
and bicycle trail that would supplement the County’s 
transportation program. Per the County’s CIP, “The Green Trail 
is part of a transportation corridor and is not considered a 
recreational area of state or local significance.” 
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The cost of operating and maintaining the Capital 
Crescent Trail will be the responsibility of 
Montgomery County. 


Preferred Alternative Implementation 
Schedule 

The schedule for the Purple Line anticipates major 
construction beginning in July 2015 and revenue 
service beginning in December 2020. 


1.3.2 Refinements since the 
AA/DEIS and Preliminary 
Section 4(f) Evaluation 


The AA/DEIS and Preliminary Section 4(f) 
Evaluation identified a number of Section 4(f) 
properties that would potentially be affected by one 
or more of the numerous alternatives considered in 
the AA/DEIS within a 500-foot-wide study area 
centered on the alignment for the build alternatives. 
See AA/DEIS, Section 4.4.2; see also Preliminary 
Section 4(f) Evaluation Technical Report (Sept. 
2008), Table 4-1. Between the AA/DEIS and the 
FEIS, the Preferred Alternative was chosen and has 
been refined through public involvement and 
agency outreach resulting in a reduction in the 
number and extent of potential uses of Section 4(f) 
properties (see 2012 Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement Re-evaluation). Table 1-5 lists properties 
that were identified by FTA as potential uses in the 
Preliminary Section 4(f) Evaluation, but would not 
be used by the Preferred Alternative. As no 

Section 4(f) use would occur, these properties are 
not included in this evaluation. 


1.4 Section 4(f) Properties 


Sixteen properties protected by Section 4(f) are 

assessed in this evaluation (Table 1-6). Of these, 

thirteen properties will be used by the Preferred 

Alternative. Each property was determined to be of 

national, state, or local significance and is classified 

as one or both of the following: 

e Publicly owned park, recreation property, or 
refuge 

e Publicly or privately owned historic site 
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Table 1-5. Section 4(f) Properties Identified in the AA/DEIS Not Used by the Preferred 


Alternative 


Property Name 
Georgetown Branch Interim Trail 


Classification 
Shared-use trail 


Reason for Exclusion 
The Georgetown Branch Interim Trail—that is, the temporary 
recreational trail that currently exists within the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way—is not a Section 4(f) property. In a letter dated February 
22, 1995, FTA informed the County that Section 4(f) “does not apply 
to land that has been temporarily used for recreational or park 
purposes if the State or local government with jurisdiction over the 
land officially indicated prior to allowing the temporary park or 
recreational use, that the land was intended for a transportation use.” 
The Montgomery County Council adopted a resolution on August 1, 
1995 authorizing the establishment of an interim hiker/biker trail in the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The resolution stated that “the 
section between Bethesda and Silver Spring remains designated as a 
transportation corridor in which an interim trail is permitted until the 
master planned transit and trail facility is approved and funded 
consistent with the master plan.” After that resolution was adopted, 
the County removed the then-existing freight rail tracks and 
established an unpaved recreational trail in the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way. That unpaved trail remains in existence today.’ 





Taylor Site (18M0243) 


Archeological 
Site 




















Bethesda Elementary School Public School 
Leland Neighborhood Park Local Park 
Bethesda-Chevy Chase High School Public School 
Preston Place Historic 
Property 
Woodside Historic District Historic 
Property 
Old Silver Spring Post Office Historic 
Property 
First Baptist Church of Silver Spring Historic 
Property 
Montgomery Blair High School Historic 
Property/ 
Public School 





East-West Highway Neighborhood 
Conservation Area 


Conservation 
Area 











Lynnbrook Local Park Local Park 
North Chevy Chase Local Park Local Park 
North Chevy Chase Elementary School | Public School 


Clean Drinking Water Manor Site 
(18MO030) 


Archeological 
Site 


No direct use, properties are outside the project limits of disturbance 


No constructive use of properties; project noise, vibration, and visual 
effects will not impair the activities, features or attributes of these 
properties 














Rosemary Hills Elementary School Public School Recreational facilities within the boundaries of the school are located 
outside the limits of disturbance. 

Metro Urban Park Local Park Property no longer exists; it was removed as part of construction of 
the Silver Spring Transit Center. 

Silver Spring International School School Recreational facilities within the boundaries of the school are located 
outside the limits of disturbance. 

East Silver Spring Elementary School Public School No direct use, properties are outside the project limits of disturbance 





Sligo Cabin Site (18MO) 


Archeological 
Site 


























Sligo Adventist School Historic 
Property/ 
Religious 
School 

Nolte Local Park Local Park 

Dale Drive Neighborhood Park Local Park 

Flower Avenue Urban Park Local Park 

Long Branch Arliss Neighborhood Park | Local Park 

New Hampshire Estates Elementary Public School 

School 

Carole Highlands Elementary School Public School 





No constructive use of properties; project noise, vibration, and visual 
effects will not impair the activities, features or attributes of these 
properties 
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Table 1-5. Section 4(f) Properties Identified in the AA/DEIS Not Used (continued) 


Property Name 
Paint Branch Stream Valley Park 


Classification 
Park 





Paint Branch Trail 


Recreational 
Trail 




















Reason for Exclusion 





Old Town College Park Historic 
Property 
College Lawn Station Historic 
Property 
Indian Creek Park Park 
Calvert Hills Historic District Historic 
Property 
M-NCPPC Department of Parks and Historic 
Recreation Regional Headquarters Property 
Calvert Neighborhood Park Local Park 
Riverdale Community Recreation Recreation 
Center (part of Anacostia River Stream | Center 
Valley Park) 
Riverside Drive Park (part of Anacostia | Local Park 
River Stream Valley Park) 
College Park Airport Historic No direct use; the Preferred Alternative will be aligned in existing 
Property travel lanes on Paint Branch Parkway. The parkway occupies a corner 


College Park Airport Site (18PR200) 


Archeological 
Site 


of the historic property, having been built in 1977 subsequent to the 
National Register listing and historic boundary definition. Paint Branch 
Parkway is not a contributing element to the historic property. MTA 
will not acquire the property the Preferred Alternative will occupy. No 
constructive use of the property; project noise, vibration, and visual 
effects will not impair the activities, features or attributes of this 
property (see Section 106 Assessment of Effects for Historic 
Properties, 2013). 

No direct use, properties are outside the project limits of disturbance 





Fire Site (1L8PR263) 


Archeological 
Site 


Eligible portion of site is outside of limits of disturbance. 





Area K Domestic Site 


Archeological 
Site 


Site is outside of limits of disturbance. 











Martins Woods Historic No direct or constructive use of property 
Property 
East Pines Neighborhood Recreation Recreation No direct or constructive use of property 
Center Center 
Prince George’s County’s M-NCPPC Park Police This facility has no recreational facilities. It is not considered a public 
Park Police Headquarters Headquarters park or recreational property, is not open to the public, and therefore 


is not protected by Section 4(f). 





M-NCPPC’s Northern Area 


Maintenance 


This facility has no recreational facilities. It is not considered a public 





Maintenance Office Facility park or recreational property, is not open to the public, and therefore 
is not protected by Section 4(f). 
Glenridge Elementary School Public School Publicly accessible recreational facilities within the boundaries of the 








school are located outside the limits of disturbance. 


*Based on these facts, FTA confirms its previous determination that the unpaved hiker/biker trail in the Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way is not a Section 4(f) property, because it was constructed as a temporary facility with an explicit understanding 
that the right-of-way was reserved for a transportation purpose. The determination is consistent with 23 CFR 774.11(h), 
which provides that Section 4(f) does not apply when a property that has been formally reserved for a future transportation 
facility temporarily functions for park or recreation purposes. This determination also is consistent with 23 CFR 774.11(i), 
which provides that Section 4(f) does not apply when a park or recreational area and a transportation facility are jointly 
planned. 


Figure 1-15 shows the location of each identified 
property in relation to the Preferred Alternative. 


The subsections that follow describe each property 


and the determinations of the Section 4(f) 


evaluation. 
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1.4.1 Publicly Owned Parks and 
Recreational Properties 


The Preferred Alternative will permanently use 
portions of eight parks and recreational properties 
(Table 1-6). FTA has made de minimis use 


25 


Section 4(f) Evaluation 


determinations for six of these properties. FTA 
made a determination of temporary occupancy 
exception for three parks and recreation properties 
the Preferred Alternative would occupy during 
construction. As defined in 23 CFR 774.13(d), the 
temporary use of these properties meets the 
Section 4(f) criteria for temporary occupancy 
exception. FTA’s final determinations are 
consistent with its proposed determinations in the 
Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation. 


Table 1-7 summarizes the uses. Supporting 
discussions of each park and recreational area are 
provided below. 


Elm Street Urban Park 
Section 4(f) Property Description 


Elm Street Urban Park is 2.1 acres in size and is 
located in the Town of Chevy Chase. This park is 


March 2014 


bounded by the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail to 
the north, 47" Street to the west, Willow Lane to 
the south, and 46" Street to the east. The park 
includes playgrounds, a gazebo, several picnic 
tables, benches, trails, and public art (Figure 1-16). 
The park is owned and maintained by the 
M-NCPPC—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks, which plans to reconstruct the entire park 
within the next few years as a requirement of a 
nearby development. Although the schedule is 
currently uncertain, these improvements are being 
designed in coordination M-NCPPC’s Montgomery 
County Department of Parks. The park is accessible 
by the roadways previously mentioned, as well as 
from the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail. 
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Table 1-5. Section 4(f) Properties Identified in the AA/DEIS Not Used (continued) 
Table 1-6. Section 4(f) Properties Evaluated in this Evaluation 


Prop # 


Property Name | Classification 


Elm Street Urban Park 


Park 


7Nololcetstsy) Molerelilela 


4600 Elm Street, 
Bethesda 


Official(s) with 
Jurisdiction 


M-NCPPC— 


Montgomery County 
Department of Parks 


Features/Attributes 
Playgrounds, a gazebo, 
picnic tables, benches, trails, 
and public art 









































2 Columbia Country Historic 7900 Connecticut Avenue, | MHT Golf Course 
Club (M: 35-140) Property Chevy Chase 
3 Rock Creek Stream Valley Park Olney-Laytonsville Road M-NCPPC-— Trails, lakes, historic 
including: to Washington DC line Montgomery County | plantation, athletic fields, 
a) Rock Creek Recreational | Rockville south to Department of playgrounds, and picnic 
National Recreational | Trail Washington DC line Parks; NCPC areas 
Trail 
b) Rock Creek Park Historic Montgomery County MHT Creek, trail, athletic field 
Montgomery County Property portion of larger park at 
Survey Area (M:36-87) Georgetown Branch 
Interim Trail Crossing 
4 Bridge M-85, Talbot Historic Talbot Avenue, Silver MHT Historic Bridge 
Avenue Bridge (M: Property Spring 
36-30) 
5 Metropolitan Branch, Historic Union Station, Washington | MHT Historic Rail Corridor 
B&O Railroad Property DC to Point of Rocks, 
(M: 37-16) Frederick County, MD 
6 Falkland Apartments Historic 8305 16th Street, Silver MHT Historic Apartment Complex; 
(M: 36-12) Property Spring known in the FEIS as the 
Falkland Chase Apartments 
7 Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park including: Trail networks, playgrounds, 
a) Sligo Creek Recreational | Hermitage Avenue to M-NCPPC-— softball fields, tennis courts, 
National Recreational | Trail Montgomery County line | Montgomery County | natural areas, and picnic 
Trail Department of amenities 
Parks; MHT; NCPC 
b) Sligo Creek Historic University Boulevard MHT Historic parkway 
Parkway (M: 32-15; Property south to New Hampshire 
PG: 65-25) Avenue in Takoma Park 
8 Long Branch Local Park 8700 Piney Branch Road, | M-NCPPC— Playground, community 
Park Silver Spring Montgomery County | center, softball field, multi- 
Department of Parks | use field, tennis courts, and 
picnic area. 
9 Long Branch Stream Park 9500 Brunett Avenue, M-NCPPC— Playgrounds, athletic 


Valley Park including: 
a) Long Branch Trail 


Silver Spring 

Long Branch Local Park to 
south of Carroll Avenue 
8825 Piney Branch Road, 
Takoma Park 


Montgomery County 
Department of Parks 


facilities, picnic areas, natural 
areas, and trails 





Recreational 
Trail 


Park 





M-NCPPC— 
Montgomery County 
Department of Parks 
M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County; 


10 New Hampshire 
Estates Neighborhood 
Park 


11 Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park including: 


Playgrounds, athletic field, 
picnic area, and aesthetic 
features 


Trails, playgrounds, aquatic 
center, athletic fields and 








a) Northwest Branch 


Recreational 


Armentrout Drive to south 





























Trail Trail of Capital Beltway along | NCPC courts, picnic areas, 
Northwest Branch of the recreational centers, anda 
Anacostia River duck pond 

12 University of Maryland | Historic 7965 Baltimore MHT Educational Facility/Campus 
Historic District Property Avenue, College Park 
(PG: 66-35) and 
Rossborough Inn 
(PG: 66-22) 

13 Anacostia River Park Prince George’s County to | M-NCPPC-Prince Playgrounds, athletic fields 
Stream Valley Park Washington DC George’s County; and courts, community 
including: NCPC centers, and trails 
a) Northeast Branch Recreational | Lake Artemesia to Trails—includes American 
Trail Trail Anacostia River Discovery Trail and East 

Coast Greenway 

14 Baltimore-Washington | National Washington DC line at NPS; MHT Historic parkway 

Parkway Park/Historic | Tuxedo north to MD 175 
Property 
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Official(s) with 








Prop # Property Name | Classification 7Xololcois3s7) Molere vile) Jurisdiction Features/Attributes 
Glenridge Community | Local Park 5070 Flintridge Drive, M-NCPPC-Prince Playground, athletic fields 
Park Hyattsville George’s County and courts, trails, shelters, 
and picnic areas 
Playground, recreation 
center, athletic courts, trail, 
and picnic areas 


































16 West Lanham Hills 
Neighborhood 


Recreation Center 


M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County 


Recreation 
Area 


7700 Decatur Road, 
Landover Hills 





M-NCPPC: Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission; NCPC: National Capital Planning Commission; NPS: 
National Park Service; MHT: Maryland Historical Trust 
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Figure 1-15. Section 4(f) Properties 
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Figure 1-15. Section 4(f) Properties (continued) 
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Figure 1-15. Section 4(f) Properties (continued) 
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Figure 1-15. Section 4(f) Properties (continued) 
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Table 1-7. Summary of Preferred Alternative Park Uses/Impacts 



































Permane Tempor Percent 
nt Use, | Permane ary of 
No} nt Use, | Occupa | Existing | Permane | Property 
De mini | De mini | ncy; No | Property | ntUse | Permane 
Section 4(f) Property mis mis OK Y=) Acreage | Acreage | ntly Used 
Elm Street Urban Park ° 2-1 0.00 0.00 
Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock ° 3,960.0 0.00 0.00 
Creek National Recreational Trail 
Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park and Sligo ° 543.0 0.24 0.04 
Creek National Recreational Trail 
Long Branch Local Park e 14.0 0.02 0.14 
Long Branch Stream Valley Park and Long ° 41.0 0.11 0.27 
Branch Trail 
New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood e 4.7 0.20 4.26 
Park 
Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and ) 510.0 0.80 0.16 
Northwest Branch Trail 
Anacostia River Stream Valley Park and e 794.0 1.36 0.17 
Northeast Branch Trail 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway ° 1,353.0 0.61 0.05 
Glenridge Community Park e 53.5 5.32 6.13 
West Lanham Hills Neighborhood e 9.0 0.00 0.00 
Recreation Center 























Figure 1-16. Elm Street Urban Park 
Playground 






Temporary Occupancy Exception 

The Preferred Alternative transitway will be aligned 
under the Air Rights Building, located directly to 
the north of Elm Street Urban Park (Figure 1-17). 
The existing connection between Elm Street Urban 
Park and Georgetown Branch Interim Trail will be 
reconstructed to provide access to the Capital 
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Crescent Trail. The trail connection will include a 
bridge over the transitway. As designed in coordi- 
nation with the M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks, MTA will construct the 
Capital Crescent Trail connection with Elm Street 
Urban Park, using approximately 0.02 acres of 
temporary construction easements on a pathway 
within the park. The land to be temporarily used 
includes a portion of an existing path, an undevel 
oped corner of a playground, and a grassy area 
adjacent to the path. The construction of the access 
connection as part of Preferred Alternative will not 
adversely affect the activities, features or 
attributes—playgrounds, gazebo, picnic tables, 
benches, trails and public art—of the park in its 
existing or proposed future configuration. 


During the FEIS public review period, one com- 
ment was received pertaining to the Section 4(f) 
evaluation for the Elm Street Urban Park. The 
commenter felt that the FEIS/Draft Section 4(f) 
Evaluation mischaracterized the potential effects of 
the project on the park. Among their concerns were: 
the introduction of a wide path through the park and 
the future redevelopment of the park (both separate 
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planned projects by M-NCPPC); noise and visual 
effects; and the potential changes due to a minor 
master plan amendment currently under considera- 
tion by Montgomery County. MTA considered 


March 2014 


these issues in design development and mitigation 
for the park. FTA took into consideration the 
comments regarding Elm Street Urban Park as they 
relate to Section 4(f). 
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Figure 1-17. Elm Street Urban Park 
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MTA has coordinated with M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks and 
NCPC during development of the Preferred 
Alternative design. Section 1.5 summarizes MTA’s 
coordination activities; memoranda of MTA 
meetings with M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks and NCPC are provided in 
FEIS Appendix I and ROD Attachment E. 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
MTA’s coordination with M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks resulted in the follow- 
ing mitigation and minimization measures. Two 
features of the Purple Line design alongside the 
park will mitigate potential visual and noise effects 
and increase safety for park users. A ventilation 
structure will be located between the park and the 
transitway, limiting views of the transitway and 
acting as a barrier for noise from the passing trains. 
The trail connection will climb on retained fill 
under the Air Rights Building to a point where the 
connection crosses over the transitway. The 
retained fill will also limit views of the transitway 
and act as a barrier for noise from passing trains. 
The only access between the Capital Crescent Trail 
and the park will be via the trail connection, which 
will be fenced to provide safe passage over the 
transitway. 


MTA’s design of the ventilation structure, retaining 
wall, and landscaping adjacent to Elm Street Urban 
Park, as well as the design of the trail connection, 
are being coordinated with both M-NCPPC-— 
Department of Parks and Department of Planning to 
ensure interim functionality of the existing park as 
well as long-term compatibility with planned 
upgrade to the park. 


MTA will implement the following mitigation 

measures: 

e Maintain access to the park during construction. 

e Provide a functional interim condition for the 
park, reviewed and approved by M-NCPPC, 
prior to its planned redevelopment. 

e Design the trail connection to the Capital 
Crescent Trail to meet Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements. 

e Will not construct stormwater management 
facilities within the boundaries of the Park 


36 


March 2014 


unless required by the terms of a stormwater 
permit. 

e Land disturbed during construction of the 
project will be returned to preconstruction 
conditions or better. 

e Land upon which a temporary construction 
easement is placed will be returned to 
M-NCPPC upon completion of the construction 
of the trail connection. 


Section 4(f) Determination 

FTA has made a temporary occupancy exception 
determination for the construction easements, as 
they satisfy the five criteria for temporary occu- 
pancy set forth in 23 CFR 774.13(d), as discussed 
in Section 1.1.1. Specifically, (1) the duration of the 
work is temporary, less than the overall project 
construction period and no change in property 
ownership will occur; (2) the work is confined to a 
small area of the park and will result in minimal 
changes to the park; (3) no permanent adverse 
impacts to the park and no interference with the 
protected activities, features, or attributes of the 
park will occur; (4) the disturbed land will be fully 
restored to at least as good condition; and (5) the 
officials with jurisdiction have provided 
documented agreement to these findings. As such, 
the temporary construction easements do not 
constitute a use of Elm Street Urban Park. 


The Preferred Alternative will not permanently use 
any part of Elm Street Urban Park. The FEIS 
Chapter 4.0 assessment of effects indicates that the 
Preferred Alternative will not cause noise, 
vibration, or visual effects on Elm Street Urban 
Park that would constitute a constructive use; no 
substantial impairment of the activities, features or 
attributes—playgrounds, gazebo, picnic tables, 
benches, trails and public art—that qualify the park 
for protection under Section 4(f) will occur. 
M-NCPPC-—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks concurred with FTA’s temporary occupancy 
exception determination for Elm Street Urban Park 
in a letter dated December 17, 2013 (Record of 
Decision Attachment E). 
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Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and 
Rock Creek National Recreational 
Trail 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

Rock Creek Stream Valley Park is a natural stream 
valley park along Rock Creek. The park is approx1- 
mately 3,960 acres in size, extending from Olney- 
Laytonsville Road (MD 108) in Montgomery 
County to the Washington DC boundary. The park 
follows the length of Rock Creek. Rock Creek 
Stream Valley Park amenities include trails, lakes, a 
historic plantation, boating and a ropes course, an 
interpretive area in the farm park, numerous athletic 
fields, a scenic parkway road, playgrounds, and 
picnic areas. The portion of the park in the project 
area is owned and maintained by M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks, funded 
in part by Maryland Program Open Space funds. 
The portion of Rock Creek Park within Washington 
DC is a national park and is owned by the National 
Park Service. 


Rock Creek Stream Valley Park includes an exten- 
sive trail system. Rock Creek National Recreational 
Trail is a 19-mile, paved surface, shared use trail. 
The trail includes numerous natural-surface spur 
trails and paved connector trails and numerous 
natural areas. 


Temporary Occupancy Exception 

The Preferred Alternative will be aligned 
completely within the Georgetown Branch 
(Montgomery County) right-of-way through Rock 
Creek Stream Valley Park (Figure 1-18). As 
currently designed, the project will remove the 
existing bridge that currently carries the 
Georgetown Branch Interim Trail over Rock Creek 
and the Rock Creek National Recreational Trail. 
MTA, working in consultation with M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks and the 
NCPC, proposes to build two new bridges in the 
same area for the Purple Line project, one for the 
transitway and one for the Capital Crescent Trail. 
The Preferred Alternative will provide a connection 
between the Capital Crescent Trail and the Rock 
Creek National Recreational Trail as the Capital 
Crescent Trail bridge will lead to a ramp to the 
existing trail. 
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During the FEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation public 
comment period, two comments were received. One 
commenter expressed general concern for potential 
impacts to the park and the other commenter 
expressed concerns that overall park impacts were 
not acknowledged in the Draft Section 4(f) 
Evaluation. MTA considered these comments in the 
design development and mitigation for the park, as 
described below. FTA took into consideration the 
comments regarding Rock Creek Park as they relate 
to Section 4(f). 


During construction of the bridges, the portion of 
Rock Creek National Recreational Trail in the 
immediate vicinity of the bridges will be 
temporarily detoured for short periods of time. 
When trail detours occur, the detour route will 
begin to the north of the project area and use 
Susanna Lane to Jones Mill Road, south to East- 
West Highway, then east to Meadowbrook Lane, 
where the Rock Creek National Recreational Trail 
will be accessed to the south of the project area. 


Tree removal will be required within the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way, which is owned 
by Montgomery County, for the construction of the 
transitway and trail structures. Since tree removal 
will occur completely within Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way and will not encroach onto park 
property, these activities will not be a use of a 
Section 4(f) property. 


MTA has coordinated with M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks and 
NCPC during development of the Preferred 
Alternative. Section 1.5 summarizes MTA’s 
coordination activities; memoranda of MTA 
meetings with M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks and NCPC are provided in 
FEIS Appendix I and ROD Attachment E. 
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Figure 1-18. Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock Creek National Recreational 
Trail 
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Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
Although the project will have no direct impacts to 
park property, MTA developed measures in 
coordination with M-NCPPC to minimize the 
potential for temporary construction effects on the 
park. MTA will implement the following mitigation 
measures: 

e Construct all elements of the project within 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way. 

e The detour of the Rock Creek National 
Recreational trail will be temporary and for 
short periods of time during construction of the 
project. 

e Within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, 
raise the Rock Creek National Recreational 
Trail out of the one-year floodplain on an 
elevated wooden boardwalk to reduce flooding 
and siltation that currently plague the trail. 
MTA will continue to coordinate with 
M-NCPPC regarding the design of the raised 
section of the trail. 

e Selectively clear trees within Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way adjacent to Rock Creek 
Stream Valley Park. Disturbed areas will be 
replanted and restored within the Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way where reasonable to 
mitigate for tree removal. 

e Will not construct stormwater management 
ponds or structures within Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park unless required by the terms of a 
stormwater permit. 

e Continue coordination with NCPC, M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks, and 
Montgomery County Department of 
Transportation to improve the aesthetics of the 
transitway and trail bridges through Rock Creek 
Stream Valley Park. The bridges will be 
designed as signature facilities with aesthetic 
consideration for park users. 

e Contingent upon approval by US Army Corps 
of Engineers and Maryland Department of the 
Environment, as part of the removal of the 
existing bridge over Rock Creek, the pier 
foundation within the existing stream channel 
will be removed 12-18 inches below existing 
grade. The stream will be stabilized with 
appropriate stream design methods that will 
factor in hydrology, hydraulics, and existing 
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conditions both upstream and downstream of 
the pier and aquatic wildlife passage. MTA’s 
pier removal and stream improvement design 
will be further refined as the project design 
advances. 

e Maintain access to the park and Rock Creek 
National Recreational Trail during construction. 

e Design the Capital Crescent Trail and the 
connection to Rock Creek National 
Recreational Trail to meet ADA requirements. 

e Design retaining walls and landscaping plans 
within Georgetown Branch right-of-way 
crossing the park in consultation with 
M-NCPPC. 

e Will not construct stormwater management 
facilities within the boundaries of the park 
unless required by the terms of a stormwater 
permit. 


Section 4(f) Determination 

FTA has made a temporary occupancy exception 
determination for the trail detour, as it satisfies the 
five criteria for temporary occupancy exception set 
forth in 23 CFR 774.13(d), as discussed in 

Section 1.1.1. Specifically, (1) the duration of the 
work is temporary, less than the overall project 
construction period and no change in property 
ownership will occur; (2) the work is confined to a 
small area of the park and will result in minimal 
changes to the park; (3) no permanent adverse 
impacts to the park and no interference with the 
protected activities, features or attributes of the park 
will occur; (4) the disturbed land will be fully 
restored to at least as good condition; and (5) the 
officials with jurisdiction have provided 
documented agreement to these findings. As such, 
the temporary construction easements do not 
constitute a use of Rock Creek Stream Valley Park 
and Rock Creek National Recreational Trail. 


The Preferred Alternative will not permanently use 
any part of Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and 
Rock Creek National Recreational Trail. The FEIS 
Chapter 4.0 assessment of effects indicates that the 
Preferred Alternative will not cause noise, 
vibration, or visual effects on Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park and Rock Creek National Recreational 
Trail. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative will not 
substantially impair the activities, features, or 
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attributes—trails, lake, interpretive area, athletic 
fields, playgrounds and picnic areas—that qualify 
the park for protection under Section 4(f); no 
constructive use will occur. 


M-NCPPC—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks concurred with FTA’s temporary occupancy 
exception determination for Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park in a letter dated January 3, 2014 
(Record of Decision Attachment E). 


Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park and 
Sligo Creek National Recreation Trail 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park is 543 acres in size, 
consists of seven different units, and encompasses 
the Sligo Creek floodplain. Units 1 and 2 of the 
park are within the project study area. Unit 1 is 

36.7 acres in size and extends from Chaney Drive 
northwest to Piney Branch Road in Takoma Park. 
Unit 2 is 39.4 acres in size and extends from Piney 
Branch Road northwest to MD 29 in Four Corners. 
It includes Sligo Cabin Neighborhood Park, which 
is located directly north of Dale Drive. Sligo Creek 
Stream Valley Park was acquired in 1932 and is one 
of the oldest parks owned and maintained by 
M-NCPPC—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks. This park includes playgrounds, softball 
fields, tennis courts, a picnic area, natural areas, and 
the Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail 

(Figure 1-19). 


Figure 1-19. Sligo Creek Stream Valley 
Park Playground 
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Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail is a paved 
shared use trail that follows the Sligo Creek 
floodplain through Prince George’s and 
Montgomery Counties. The trail is approximately 
10 miles long and is one of the oldest in 
Montgomery County. The trail is connected to a 
countywide trail system. The trail is the most 
heavily used facility within Sligo Creek Stream 
Valley Park system. To the south the trail 
terminates at the Northwest Branch Trail. 


The Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail is part 
of Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park and was 
purchased using Capper-Cramton Act funding. 
Within the project area, the trail parallels the north 
side of Wayne Avenue for approximately 200 feet 
before crossing over Wayne to continue southbound 
between Sligo Creek and the Parkway. 


Use of Section 4(f) Property— 
De minimis Use 
The Preferred Alternative will share the two center 


lanes of Wayne Avenue where the roadway crosses 
Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park (Figure 1-20). 


MTA will replace the existing Wayne Avenue 
bridge with a wider, single span structure to 
accommodate the transitway and the extension of 
the proposed Green Trail. Retaining walls will be 
used to limit the land area required for grading and 
vegetation removal. 


As part of the Purple Line project and in coordina- 
tion with the M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks and NCPC, the latter having 
jurisdiction under the Capper-Cramton Act, MTA 
will make stream channel and floodplain improve- 
ments in the immediate vicinity of the bridge to 
alleviate the existing tendency for flooding and 
overtopping the roadway at the crossing. 


Specifically, the Sligo Creek stream channel will be 
realigned to provide a more perpendicular crossing 
at the roadway. This change, in conjunction with 
removing the existing, skewed bridge pier, will 
eliminate existing constrictions to creek water flow. 
As part of this work, a portion of an existing 
drainage pipe currently conveying stormwater from 
Wayne Avenue in the vicinity of Silver Spring 
International Middle School to Sligo Creek may be 
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replaced with a new, larger pipe to increase drain- 
age capacity in the immediate area. The floodplain 
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Figure 1-20. Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park and Sligo Creek National Recreational 
Trail 
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in the bridge area will be re-graded to improve its 
ability to manage flood water volume, stabilize 
slopes, and install permanent vegetation. 


While MTA intends to minimize tree removal 
during construction and implement selective 
clearing techniques, trees within the proposed work 
area will be impacted. MTA will remove approxi- 
mately 29 trees, including 13 trees to the north of 
Wayne Avenue and 16 trees to the south. 


The decision to operate the transitway in mixed- 
traffic lanes on Wayne Avenue was done to 
minimize impacts to the community, including the 
use of park property. MTA will permanently use 
0.24 acre of park property to implement these 
project-related elements. The Preferred Alternative 
will not use or affect other developed recreational 
facilities associated with the park or affect the 
retaining walls along Sligo Creek Parkway. No use 
of the Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail will 
occur. 


During construction, MTA will temporarily use 
1.68 acres of Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park for 
equipment access, drainage upgrades, and work 
area. The temporarily used park land is primarily 
grassy or wooded and undeveloped. Approximately 
three of 25 parking spaces in the park parking lot 
west of the stream will be temporarily used by 
MTA for access and staging. These parking spaces 
will be restored to a condition at least as good as 
existing upon completion of the construction of the 
project through park property. Wayne Avenue will 
remain open to traffic during construction; no 
change in park access will occur. 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
MTA is coordinating with the M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks to 
develop plans that minimize harm to the park and 
trail. 


MTA will minimize impacts on Sligo Creek Stream 
Valley Park by constructing retaining walls to limit 
the land area required for grading and vegetation 
removal, selectively clear trees in the work area to 
minimize tree loss, and stabilize temporarily dis- 
turbed stream banks. Specifically, MTA will work 
with M-NCPPC—Montgomery County Department 
of Parks as the project moves forward to identify 
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specimen or champion trees in the construction 
area. Trees to be preserved will be marked with 
protective fencing to avoid impacts or removal 
during construction. In addition, MTA will build its 
construction access road to the south of Wayne 
Avenue on an existing Washington Suburban 
Sanitary Commission (WSSC) utility easement to 
minimize tree removal. 


MTA will plant trees within Sligo Creek Stream 
Valley Park, where reasonable and feasible, to 
mitigate tree loss that occurs as a result of the 
project. MTA will replace guardrail, signs, and 
other existing structures on park land it disturbs 
with new structures designed to match the existing 
elements in the park. 


MTA is committed to designing an environmentally 
sensitive stream crossing when designing the 
Wayne Avenue Bridge. The bridge will be designed 
to provide the least amount of environmental 
impact and improve the hydraulics of Sligo Creek 
through the project area. Sligo Creek will be 
realigned as part of the bridge replacement. 


A work group will be formed between M-NCPPC 
and MTA to further study and recommend 
appropriate design and mitigation for the stream 
realignment at Sligo Creek with the goal of 
ensuring long-term stability and reducing stress on 
the stream. The group will work together, hold field 
visits, and coordinate with the appropriate resource 
agencies to gain approval for the recommended 
improvements. The work group will collect and 
assess data on the competing issues in the area, 
including a downstream project by WSSC, 
specimen trees, existing utilities, floodplain 
connectivity, structural requirements for the new 
bridge, stream hydraulics, and existing habitat. The 
work group will also consider the effects of 
widening the bridge to accommodate a Green Trail 
that is wider than currently proposed. Finally, the 
work group will weigh the cost (environmental and 
financial) and benefits of the proposals and 
recommend specific mitigation. The final 
recommended mitigation measure is contingent 
upon approval from the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers and Maryland Department of the 
Environment. 
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Upon completion of the Purple Line, approximately 
0.04 acre of property currently owned by 
Montgomery County Department of Public Works 
abutting the park will be converted to green space 
and conveyed to M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks for inclusion in the park. The 
property to be conveyed to M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks (shown 
on Figure 6-20 as “reclaimed land”) is located 
directly south of Wayne Avenue within the existing 
roadway right-of-way and is currently used for 
transportation purposes; it is not Section 4(f)- 
protected property. 


MTA will implement the following additional 

mitigation measures: 

e Maintain access to recreational facilities, 
including the existing playground within Sligo 
Creek Stream Valley Park and Sligo Creek 
National Recreational Trail during construction. 

e Avoid impacts to specimen trees within the 
park, where reasonable. 

e Design sidewalk improvements along Wayne 
Avenue to meet ADA requirements. 

e Complete the design and construction of the 
proposed Green Trail, to be funded by 
Montgomery County Department of Public 
Works, and constructed in conjunction with the 
Purple Line. 

e Restore the parking lot west of the stream to a 
condition equal to or better than the existing 
condition. 


In coordination with M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of parks, MTA will provide 
replacement parkland to mitigate the permanent use 
of land at Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park. MTA 
will consolidate its mitigation for the permanent use 
of parkland in Montgomery County at a single site 
adjacent to New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood 
Park. MTA will continue to coordinate with 
M-NCPPC-—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks regarding the design and implementation of 
this land mitigation plan. 


Section 4(f) Determination 

FTA has made a de minimis use determination for 
the Preferred Alternative at the Sligo Creek Stream 
Valley Park and Sligo Creek National Recreational 
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Trail. The permanent and temporary uses by the 
project will not adversely affect the features, 
attributes or activities—trails, playgrounds, ball 
fields, tennis courts, natural areas and picnic 
amenities—that qualify Sligo Creek Stream Valley 
Park and Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail 
for Section 4(f) protection. M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks 
concurred with FTA’s de minimis use determination 
for Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park on 

December 17, 2013 (Record of Decision 
Attachment E). 


Memoranda of MTA meetings with M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks are 
provided in FEIS Appendix I and ROD 
Attachment E. 


Long Branch Local Park 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

Long Branch Local Park is located on the north side 
of Piney Branch Road in Silver Spring. The park is 
approximately 14 acres in size and includes the 
Long Branch Community Center, a playground, 
softball field, multi-use field, tennis courts, pool, 
and a picnic area (Figure 1-21). It was acquired by 
Montgomery County in 1948. The park is owned 
and maintained by M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks, funded in part by Maryland 
Program Open Space funds. 


Figure 1-21: Long Branch Community 
Center 
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Use of Section 4(f) Property— 
Permanent Use, Not De minimis 

The Preferred Alternative transitway will be located 
in the median of Piney Branch Road, which abuts 
Long Branch Local Park to the south (Figure 1-22). 
The MTA will widen Piney Branch Road to 
accommodate two additional lanes for the transit- 
way, extending the culvert that conveys Long 
Branch Stream under Piney Branch Road, and 
adding a parallel drainage pipe adjacent to the 
culvert to address flooding in the area. The roadway 
cross section will include two dedicated lanes for 
the transitway, an 1 1-foot wide vehicle lane and a 
16-foot wide mixed-traffic lane for vehicle and 
bicycle use in each direction, and five-foot wide 
sidewalks on both sides of Piney Branch Road. 


MTA will permanently use approximately 0.02 acre 
of Long Branch Local Park property to extend the 
culvert and reconstruct the sidewalk. The land 
where the culvert will be located is undeveloped 
and wooded; the sidewalk area is a vegetated strip 
of land immediately north of the existing sidewalk 
along Piney Branch Road. In coordination with 
M-NCPPC, MTA determined that its activities will 
not result in the closure of Long Branch Local Park 
at any time during or after construction. 


During construction, approximately 0.28 acre of 
temporary construction easements will be required 
within Long Branch Local Park to grade the land 
around the existing culvert and roadway, as well as 
provide access during construction. The land 
encompassed by temporary construction easements 
includes the existing wooded land around the 
culvert location, the park entrance driveway, which 
is needed for access, and approximately two of 92 
parking spaces in the park parking lot. Long Branch 
Local Park will remain open throughout 
construction. 


Existing left-turn access to and from the park at 
Piney Branch Road will be eliminated by the 
Preferred Alternative as traffic cannot cross the 
transitway at an unsignalized intersection. This 
condition will be mitigated by providing a new 
entrance roadway to the park at the traffic signal 
across from Barron Street. The driveway will 
provide through movements from Barron Street as 
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well as facilitate left turns out of the park to Piney 
Branch Road. 


Coordination is on-going between MTA and 
M-NCPPC regarding mitigation measures for 
project impacts within Long Branch Local Park. 
Memoranda of MTA meetings with M-NCPPC— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks are 
provided in FEIS Appendix I and ROD Attachment 
E. The Preferred Alternative will not adversely 
affect the features, attributes or activities—softball 
field, multi-use field tennis courts, pool, and a 
picnic area—that qualify the park for protection 
under Section 4(f). FTA proposed a de minimis use 
determination for impacts to Long Branch Local 
Park. However, M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks initially stated that they would 
not concur with a determination of de minimis use 
because while access was maintained to the park 
and Long Branch Community Center, it would have 
been modified to right-in/right out movements only. 
Since that time, modifed access, as well as other 
mitigation measures, has been determined in 
consultation with M-NCPPC. Although these 
mitigation measures may have led to an agreement 
by M-NCPPC to a de minimis use determination, 
FTA’s evaluation and proposed determination of 
use had been made in the Draft Section 4(f) 
Evaluation. 


On the basis of that evaluation and consideration of 
public and agency comments during the FEIS com- 
ment period, FTA has determined there will be a 
use of Long Branch Local Park. 


Avoidance Alternatives 

Several avoidance options and alternatives were 
considered, including two sets of tunnel options 
(“A” and “B”), a surface alignment along Colesville 
Road, and the No Build Alternative. Each is 
described below. The transportation system 
management (TSM) alternative examined in the 
AA/DEIS was not considered to be a prudent 
avoidance alternative as it compromises the project 
to a degree that it is unreasonable to proceed with 
the project in light of its stated purpose and need 
(23 CFR 774.17(3)(i)). 
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Figure 1-22. Long Branch Local Park 
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Tunnel—“A” Options 

Two tunnel options “A” extended from Sligo 
Avenue near Piney Branch Road to Anne Street at 
University Boulevard just west of the planned 
Takoma/Langley Transit Center. The “A” options 
are shown on Figure 1-23. Both options would have 
been at grade along Sligo Avenue from downtown 
Silver Spring to Piney Branch Road. From there, 
they would enter a tunnel, resurfacing at the 
intersection of Anne Street and University 
Boulevard, where they would resurface and 
continue eastbound on University Boulevard at 
grade. 


One “A” option roughly followed in the direction of 
Park Valley Road and curved towards Anne Street 
staying under existing roadway rights-of-way as 
much as possible. The second “A” option would 
have tunneled in a straight line under the residential 
neighborhoods to reduce tunnel length, and 
therefore cost. The tunnels were approximately 
0.8-mile long; tunnel profiles were deep enough to 
pass below Sligo Creek and Long Branch. A third 
tunnel option “A” was a variation of the longer 
tunnel option. The tunnel would begin in downtown 
Silver Spring, west of Georgia Avenue, run below 
Sligo Avenue, passing under Sligo Creek and Long 
Branch Stream and would surface on University 
Boulevard near the Takoma Langley Transit Center. 


Each tunnel “A” option would bypass Purple Line 
stations at Manchester Place, Long Branch, and 
Piney Branch. The longer options would have a 
station near Columbia Union College and 
Washington Adventist Hospital in Takoma Park. 
The tunnel “A” options were dropped because they 
do not support the County Master Plans for 
economic redevelopment of the Long Branch/ 
Flower Avenue station area, and they would be 
extraordinarily costly. There was little public 
support for a station near the college and the 
hospital. 


While the tunnel “A” options would have avoided 
use of Long Branch Local Park and are considered 
feasible, none is considered prudent as each 
involves multiple factors in 23 CFR 774.17(3)(1) 
through 23 CFR 774.17(3)(vi), that while indivi- 
dually minor, cumulatively cause unique problems 
or impacts of extraordinary magnitude: weak 
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performance in meeting purpose and need by not 
providing connections to communities between 
activity centers; environmental impacts by not 
supporting local plans for economic and community 
revitalization of the Long Branch/Piney Branch 
commercial areas; and additional construction, 
maintenance, or operational costs of an extra- 
ordinary magnitude. In addition, the tunnel “A” 
options were not supported by the public. 


Tunnel—“B” Options 

The tunnel “B” options evaluated would have 
provided tunnels connecting to Piney Branch Road. 
The tunnel “B” options are shown on Figure 1-23. 
The tunnel “B” options included a long tunnel 
under Wayne Avenue. It would start in downtown 
Silver Spring, travel under Wayne Avenue, under 
Sligo Creek, continue generally below Manchester 
Road and Piney Branch Road, under Long Branch, 
and would surface near the intersection of Piney 
Branch Road and Barron Street. The tunnel “B” 
options were approximately two miles long and the 
tunnel profiles were deep enough to pass under both 
Sligo Creek and Long Branch. The tunnel “B” 
options would not have served the Long Branch 
neighborhood due to the cost of an underground 
station. 


While the tunnel “B” options would have avoided 
use of Long Branch Local Park and are considered 
feasible, neither is considered prudent as each 
involves multiple factors in 23 CFR 774.17(3)(1) 
through 23 CFR 774.17(3)(vi), that while indivi- 
dually minor, cumulatively cause unique problems 
or impacts of extraordinary magnitude: weak 
performance in meeting purpose and need by not 
providing connections to communities between 
activity centers; environmental impacts by not 
supporting local plans for economic and community 
revitalization of the Long Branch/Piney Branch 
commercial areas; and additional construction, 
maintenance, or operational costs of an extra- 
ordinary magnitude. In addition, the tunnel “B” 
options were not supported by the public. 


Surface Alignment—Colesville Road 

A surface alignment option using Colesville Road 
from the Silver Spring Transit Center to University 
Boulevard was considered early in the project. This 
surface alignment would join University Boulevard 
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in Four Corners and turn south to Takoma/Langley 
Crossroads at New Hampshire Avenue. Colesville 
Road is six lanes wide with a reversible center lane. 
It is a heavily used major arterial. Surrounding land 
uses are generally single-family residential except 
in downtown Silver Spring. University Boulevard is 
likewise a major arterial and a six-lane roadway. 
The extremely heavy traffic on Colesville Road 
would make it very difficult to implement dedicated 
or exclusive lanes for transit (Figure 1-24). 


In April 1996 the Maryland State Highway 
Administration (SHA) conducted a feasibility study 
for a busway on US 29°. After this study, both the 
Montgomery County Council and M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks 
recommended that US 29 not be considered for 
either a busway or light rail route because of the 
extremely high traffic volume and lack of ability to 
add capacity. The surface alignment was not 
supported by the public or local jurisdiction for the 
reasons above. Because the surface alignment 
extends north outside the general Purple Line 
corridor and then comes south again, it adds 
approximately 3.8 miles to the Purple Line 
alignment and, therefore, lengthens the trip time. 
The alignment would also add cost as well as 
potential environmental and community impacts 
associated with accommodating a corridor along 
Colesville Road. 


While the surface alignment would have avoided 
use of Long Branch Local Park and is considered 
feasible, it is not considered prudent by a combina- 
tion of the Section 4(f) criteria: it compromises the 
project to a degree that it is unreasonable to proceed 
with the project in light of its stated purpose and 
need (23 CFR 774.17(3)(i)); and it involves 
multiple factors, that while individually minor, 
cumulatively cause unique problems or impacts of 
extraordinary magnitude (23 CFR 774.17(3)(vi)). 


No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative is an avoidance alterna- 
tive considered in this Final Section 4(f) Evaluation. 
The No Build Alternative would cause no use of the 
park. However, the No Build Alternative compro- 


3 
US 29 Busway Feasibility Study, Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation, April 1996 
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mises the project to a degree that it is unreasonable 
to proceed with the project in light of its stated 
purpose and need. Therefore, while the No Build 
Alternative is feasible, it is not prudent (23 CFR 
774.17(3)()). 


Property-specific Least Overall Harm 
Analysis 

FTA applied the Section 4(f) criteria to determine 
the build alternative with the least overall harm to 
Long Branch Local Park. In this analysis, the 
Preferred Alternative and each of the build 
alternatives in the AA/DEIS were evaluated, and an 
alignment on a new location was considered. In 
addition, the ability to provide left-turn lanes at the 
signalized intersection of the park was examined. 


New Alignment Location 

Long Branch Local Park extends from just south of 
Pickwick Village Terrace, approximately 0.25 mile 
north of the project area, to Piney Branch Road. 
There are several contiguous parks immediately 
north of Long Branch Local Park along the Long 
Branch stream valley including Long Branch-Arliss 
Neighborhood Park, Long Branch-Wayne Local 
Park, and Long Branch Stream Valley Park. A 
portion of Long Branch Stream Valley Park is 
located immediately south of Piney Branch Road 
and continues approximately one and a half miles 
southeast of the project area, ending at New 
Hampshire Avenue. Overall, Long Branch Local 
Park and the contiguous parks form a nearly two- 
and-a-half mile stream valley park system that 
extends from East Franklin Avenue to the north to 
New Hampshire Avenue to the south and is nearly 
perpendicular to Piney Branch Road. 


The long, linear nature of the Long Branch stream 
valley and associated park system, which is aligned 
from north to south, precludes a surface alignment 
that passes around and avoids all of the parks within 
the stream valley system. As shown on Figure 1-15, 
the University Boulevard corridor cannot be 
accessed from the Long Branch/Arliss area without 
crossing one of the Long Branch stream valley 
parks. While changing the location of the surface 
alignment could potentially avoid impacts to Long 
Branch Local Park, it would result in impacts to one 
of the other parks within the Long Branch stream 
valley park system. As an alignment 
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on a new location would use at least one park at this 
location, it is not the alternative with the least 
overall harm to properties protected by Section 4(f). 
(23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)). 


AA/DEIS Alternatives 

Like the Preferred Alternative, each of the 
AA/DEIS alternatives would be aligned in the 
median of Piney Branch Road and would require 
widening the roadway to accommodate the 
transitway. Each of the alternatives would require 
two dedicated travel lanes, one in each direction. 
The amount of widening would be the same among 
the alternatives, and the reasons for widening to the 
south would be the same among the alternatives. 


The amount and location of Long Branch Local 
Park use would be the same for each alternative, the 
ability of MTA to mitigate adverse impacts to the 
property, and the relative severity of the remaining 
harm to the property after mitigation are the same 
(23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)() and (i1)). Among the 
alternatives, the Preferred Alternative strongly 
meets the project purpose and need (23 CFR 
774.3(c)(1)(v)). The magnitude of adverse impacts 
to properties not protected by Section 4(f) is similar 
among the alternatives (23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)(vi)). 


The feasibility of providing left-turn lanes at a 
signalized park intersection with Piney Branch 
Road was considered. Providing left-turn lanes on 
Piney Branch Road would necessitate acquiring 
additional right-of-way and widening the road to 
provide sufficient room for the lanes. Roadway 
widening would use more Long Branch Local Park 
land as well as land from Long Branch Stream 
Valley Park across the roadway. 


For these reasons, and despite the Preferred 
Alternative being more costly than all but the High 
Investment LRT Alternative (23 CFR 
774.3(c)(1)(vii)) as discussed in Section 1.4.3, the 
Preferred Alternative is the alternative with the least 
overall harm to parks protected by Section 4(f). 


Section 1.4.3 presents a corridor-wide least overall 
harm analysis that considers all Section 4(f) 
properties. 
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All Possible Planning to Minimize Harm 
As defined in 23 CFR 774.17, FTA and MTA are 
coordinating with the officials with jurisdiction to 
evaluate and incorporate into the Preferred 
Alternative all possible planning to minimize harm. 
In terms of design, the primary means of 
minimizing park use is aligning the Preferred 
Alternative on Piney Branch Road, an existing road 
and bridge crossing the park. MTA minimized the 
width of roadway widening to that which is needed 
to accommodate the Preferred Alternative, the 
roadway cross section, and the drainage improve- 
ments. Other strategies MTA has incorporated into 
the Preferred Alternative design to minimize park 
use include retaining walls to limit the area of 
grading and vegetation removal, selective tree 
clearing to minimize tree loss, and stream bank 
stabilization. 


Enhanced pedestrian and bicycle connections to the 
park are included in the Preferred Alternative 
design. The design of Piney Branch Road includes 
bicycle lanes enhancing bike access to Long Branch 
Local Park and facilities, as well as the Long 
Branch Trail. In addition, there is a new traffic 
signal with a pedestrian phase at Garland Avenue. 
The signal will facilitate safe crossing for people 
traveling between the Long Branch Trail, Long 
Branch Local Park and local trail/path systems. 
Improved pedestrian crossings will also be provided 
on Piney Branch Road at Barron Street. 


In addition, as part of the roadway widening, 
sidewalks on both the north and south sides of 
Piney Branch Road will be reconstructed. The Draft 
Long Branch Sector Plan (December 2012) 
indicates that wider sidewalks are planned 
throughout the area to provide pedestrian-friendly 
development that would increase community 
connectivity. Along Piney Branch Road, the Long 
Branch Sector Plan ultimately proposes wider 
sidewalks. The Preferred Alternative includes the 
replacement of the existing five-foot wide 
sidewalks; however the extension/expansion of the 
existing culvert under Piney Branch Road is being 
designed with a higher headwall so that when wider 
sidewalks are implemented in the future by 
Montgomery County there is sufficient space for a 
10-foot sidewalk and no additional structural 
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modifications of the culvert would be required at 
Long Branch Stream. 


While the project will not restrict pedestrian and 
bicycle access to Long Branch Local Park and 
amenities located within the park, as currently 
designed, the Preferred Alternative will modify 
vehicular access to the park, as described above. 


As currently designed and as previously mentioned, 
the Preferred Alternative will result in impacts to 
the access to Long Branch Community Center. 
After extensive coordination between MTA and 
M-NCPPC—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks, it was determined that MTA will design and 
construct a new access to Long Branch Community 
Center. The new access road and parallel trail will 
tie in directly across from Barron Street, through 
the existing site of the Miles Glass Company 
building, which was recently purchased by 
M-NCPPC-—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks. M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks will be responsible for the 
demolition and removal of materials from the 
existing site. Relocating the entrance to this 
signalized intersection will help offset the change in 
access to the recreation center as a result of the 
Purple Line. The signalized intersection will 
facilitate all movements to and from the recreation 
center except left turns in from Piney Branch Road. 
Those patrons wanting to access the site from the 
west will use local roadways to Barron Street and 
travel through the intersection, make a u-turn at 
University Boulevard, or park at the library and 
walk the access trail to the facility. This is 
consistent with the Long Branch Sector Plan. 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
During construction, use of park land will be 
minimized by MTA’s commitment to complete as 
much construction as possible from the Piney 
Branch Road right-of-way rather than using park 
property. Prior to the start of construction, MTA 
will work with M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks to identify specimen or 
champion trees in the construction area. Impacts to 
specimen and champion trees will be avoided 
within the park, where reasonable. Trees to be 
preserved will be marked with protective fencing to 
avoid impacts or removal during construction. 
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While MTA intends to minimize tree removal 
during construction and implement selective 
clearing techniques, tree removal cannot be avoided 
completely. To compensate for tree loss, new trees 
will be planted within Long Branch Local Park, 
particularly along the stream if appropriate. Long 
Branch Local Park currently has problems with 
invasive vegetation species. Within the immediate 
project area, MTA will remove invasive species and 
replant the disturbed area with native species. An 
invasive species removal management plan will be 
developed that will be reviewed by M-NCPPC— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks. In 
addition, MTA will restore all areas it has cleared 
along the Long Branch Stream as a result of its 
construction activities. 


In coordination with M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks, MTA has agreed to 
provide replacement parkland to mitigate the 
permanent use of land at Long Branch Local Park. 
MTA will consolidate its mitigation for permanent 
use of parkland in Montgomery County at a single 
site adjacent to New Hampshire Estates Neigh- 
borhood Park. MTA will continue to coordinate 
with M-NCPPC-—Montgomery County Department 
of Parks regarding the design and implementation 
of this mitigation plan. 


A work group will be formed between M-NCPPC 
and MTA to further study and recommend 
appropriate design and mitigation at Long Branch 
with the goal of enhancing long-term stream 
stability and improving the health of the resource. 
The group will work together, hold field visits, and 
coordinate with the appropriate resource agencies to 
gain approval for the recommended improvements. 
The work group will collect and assess data on the 
health of downstream resources and the presence of 
fish and other species. While an existing gravity 
sewer line under the existing culvert limits the 
ability to lower the culvert, the work group will 
study the viability of raising the stream to facilitate 
fish passage. They will also review the capacity of 
the planned conveyance and study appropriate 
stream improvements upstream and downstream of 
the road crossing. Finally, the work group will 
weigh the cost (impacts and financial) and benefits 
of the proposals and recommend specific mitiga- 
tion. The final recommended mitigation measure is 
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contingent upon approval from the US Army Corps 
of Engineers and Maryland Department of the 
Environment. 


MTA will maintain full access to Long Branch 
Local Park, including Long Branch Community 
Center, during construction. MTA will avoid 
affecting park access and parking during 
construction within Long Branch Stream Valley 
Park during June and July to minimize operational 
impacts to Long Branch Community Center. 


Sidewalk improvements along Piney Branch Road 
will be designed to meet ADA requirements. The 
headwalls and wingwalls associated with the culvert 
extension and new pipe will be raised to accommo- 
date future sidewalk widening to 10 feet without 
impacting the need for additional culvert extension. 


Beyond the culvert extension and construction of 
the parallel pipe under Piney Branch Road, no 
stormwater management facilities will be con- 
structed within the boundaries of the Park unless 
required by the terms of a stormwater permit. 


MTA will replace guardrail, signs, and other 
existing structures disturbed or removed within its 
construction area with new structures designed to 
match the existing elements throughout the park. 


Long Branch Stream Valley Park 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

Long Branch Stream Valley Park is approximately 
4] acres in size. The park extends from Franklin 
Avenue to the confluence with Sligo Creek near the 
Montgomery County—Prince George’s County Line 
north to Piney Branch Road along Long Branch 
stream. Amenities within Long Branch Stream 
Valley Park include playgrounds, athletic fields, 
athletic courts, picnic areas, natural areas, and a 
paved recreational/commuter trail. The park is 
owned and maintained by M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks, funded in part by 
Maryland Program Open Space funds. Within the 
project study area, the park is an undeveloped 
forested area that includes the Long Branch Trail. 


Use of Section 4(f) Property— 

De minimis Use 

The Preferred Alternative will be aligned within the 
median of Piney Branch Road between Long 
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Branch Stream Valley Park to the south and Long 
Branch Local Park to the north (Figure 1-25). In its 
coordination with the M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks, MTA determined it 
will use approximately 0.11 acre of property from 
Long Branch Stream Valley Park to widen Piney 
Branch Road to accommodate the Preferred Alter- 
native, lengthen the existing culvert conveying 
Long Branch under Piney Branch Road and recon- 
struct sidewalks along the roadway. The road cross 
section will include two dedicated lanes for the 
transitway, one in each direction, an 11-foot wide 
vehicle lane and a 16-foot wide mixed-traffic lane 
for vehicle and bicycle use in each direction. Five- 
foot wide sidewalks will be provided on both north 
and south sides of Piney Branch Road. The 
Preferred Alternative will include improved 
signalized pedestrian crossings along Piney Branch 
Road, which will benefit trail users wanting to cross 
Piney Branch Road. 


During construction, approximately 0.36 acre of 
temporary construction easements will be required 
for access to the work area along Piney Branch 
Road. Specifically, the work area is needed to 
enable construction of the widened roadway and 
culvert extension. The area of temporary easements 
is currently wooded and undeveloped. Long Branch 
Stream Valley Park and Long Branch Trail will 
remain open throughout construction. 


MTA is coordinating closely with the M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks, the 
officials with jurisdiction over the park, to minimize 
use of park property. Specifically, roadway 
widening is primarily to the south to minimize 
impacts to the access driveway of Long Branch 
Local Park to the north, the portion of the Long 
Branch Trail within the park, and the businesses 
east and west of the park. The portion of the park to 
be permanently used is undeveloped and wooded. 


MTA has coordinated with M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks during 
Preferred Alternative design development. 
Section 1.5 summarizes MTA’s coordination 
activities; memoranda of MTA meetings with 
M-NCPPC-—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks are provided in FEIS Appendix I and ROD 
Attachment E. 
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Figure 1-25. Long Branch Stream Valley and Long Branch Local Parks 


— 





Long Branch 
| eyer-1| Park 


j A Zs =e “Extension of 
Be Existing Samm 
4 = 


s | ae} 


. ‘Long Branch 
Stream Valley Park 


Temporary Occupancy, 0.36 acres [___] Limits of Disturbance 





Permanent Park Use, 0.11 acres Preferred Alternative - 
Transitway 


Existing Trail 
{___] Parkland 





Existing Culvert Extension 
_. Proposed Sidewalk 











54 Attachment D—Final Section 4(f) Evaluation 


March 2014 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
In coordination with M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks, MTA has agreed to 
provide replacement parkland to mitigate the 
permanent use of land at Long Branch Stream 
Valley Park. MTA will consolidate its mitigation 
for permanent use of parkland in Montgomery 
County at a single site adjacent to New Hampshire 
Estates Neighborhood Park. MTA will continue to 
coordinate with M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks regarding the design and 
implementation of this mitigation plan. 


MTA is committed to an environmentally sensitive 
stream crossing with a goal of maximizing capacity 
and reducing stream velocity. A work group will be 
formed between M-NCPPC and MTA to further 
study and recommend appropriate design and 
mitigation at Long Branch with the goal of 
enhancing long-term stream stability and improving 
the health of the resource. The group will work 
together, hold field visits, and coordinate with the 
appropriate resource agencies to gain approval for 
the recommended improvements. The work group 
will collect and assess data on the health of 
downstream resources and the presence of fish and 
other species. While an existing gravity sewer line 
under the existing culvert limits the ability to lower 
the culvert, the work group will study the viability 
of raising the stream to facilitate fish passage. They 
will also review the capacity of the planned convey- 
ance and study appropriate stream improvements 
upstream and downstream of Piney Branch Road. 
Finally, the work group will weigh the cost 
(environmental and financial) and benefits of the 
proposals and recommend specific mitigation. The 
final recommended mitigation measure is contin- 
gent upon approval from the US Army Corps of 
Engineers and Maryland Department of the 
Environment. 


During construction, use of park land will be 
minimized by MTA’s commitment to complete as 
much construction as possible from the Piney 
Branch Road right-of-way rather than using park 
property. Prior to the start of construction, MTA 
will work with M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks to identify specimen or 
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champion trees in the construction area. Impacts to 
specimen and champion trees will be avoided 
within the park, where reasonable. Trees to be 
preserved will be marked with protective fencing to 
avoid impacts or removal during construction. 


While MTA intends to minimize tree removal 
during construction and implement selective 
clearing techniques, tree removal cannot be avoided 
completely. To compensate for tree loss, new trees 
will be planted within Long Branch Stream Valley 
Park, particularly along the stream if appropriate. 


MTA will remove invasive species in the 
immediate project area and develop a management 
plan for review by M-NCPPC. Areas that are 
cleared as a result of invasive species removal will 
be replanted with native vegetation. 


MTA will replace guardrail, signs, and other 
existing structures disturbed or removed within its 
construction area with new structures designed to 
match the existing elements throughout the park. 


MTA will implement the following additional 

mitigation measures: 

e Maintain access to Long Branch Trail during 
construction. 

e Avoid impacts to specimen trees within the 
park, where reasonable. 

e Design sidewalk improvements along Piney 
Branch Road to meet ADA requirements. The 
headwalls and wingwalls associated with the 
culvert extension and new pipe will be raised to 
accommodate future sidewalk widening to 
10 feet without impacting the need for 
additional culvert extension. 

e Avoid affecting park access and parking within 
Long Branch Local Park during construction 
within Long Branch Stream Valley Park during 
June and July to minimize operational impacts 
to Long Branch Community Center if specific 
work activities in Long Branch Stream Valley 
Park necessitate work or access through Long 
Branch Local Park. 


Section 4(f) Determination 

The permanent and temporary uses by the Preferred 
Alternative will not adversely affect the features, 
attributes or activities—playgrounds athletic fields, 
picnic areas, natural areas and trails—that qualify 
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the park for Section 4(f) protection. FTA has made 
a de minimis use determination for the Preferred 
Alternative at Long Branch Stream Valley Park. 
M-NCPPC-—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks concurred with FTA’s de minimis use 
determination for Long Branch Stream Valley Park 
on December 17, 2013 (Record of Decision 
Attachment E). 


New Hampshire Estates 
Neighborhood Park 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park is 
located along University Boulevard near Piney 
Branch Road. The property was purchased in 1976 
by M-NCPPC—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks for use as a park (Figure 1-26). The park is 
4.7 acres in size and features two playgrounds, a 
football/soccer field, and a picnic area. The park is 
owned and maintained by M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks, funded in part by 
Maryland Program Open Space funds. M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks is 
planning to redevelop the park in the future. 


Figure 1-26. New Hampshire Estates 
Neighborhood Park Playground 





Use of Section 4(f) Property— 

De minimis Use 

The Preferred Alternative will be aligned through 
the median of Piney Branch Road, turning southeast 
into the median of University Boulevard 

(Figure 1-27). The Piney Branch Road Station will 
be located on University Boulevard directly south 
of the intersection with Piney Branch Road. 
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University Boulevard will be widened to 
accommodate the dedicated transitway and station, 
while maintaining two lanes of traffic in each 
direction, a third approach lane on northbound 
University Boulevard, turn lanes, and sidewalks. 


Initially, MTA considered widening University 
Boulevard toward and/or away from the park. 
However, widening away from the park will result 
in substantial residential and business displace- 
ments. In addition, it will require the displacement 
of an existing Potomac Electric Power Company 
(Pepco) substation located along University 
Boulevard, directly west of the southern portion of 
New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. For 
these reasons and the substantially high impacts of 
the relocations, particularly the Pepco substation, 
MTA aligned the transitway in the median of 
University Boulevard, and initiated discussions with 
M-NCPPC-—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks regarding potential use of a portion of the 
park if acceptable minimization and mitigation 
strategies could be provided. Widening University 
Boulevard to accommodate the transitway in the 
median will result in the permanent use of 0.20 acre 
of New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park, 
directly adjacent to University Boulevard. Park 
amenities affected by the use will include some 
sitting and grassy areas, landscaped structures, 
artwork, decorative brick paving adjacent to 
University Boulevard, and an existing parking lot. 


During construction, MTA will temporarily use 
0.35 acre of the park to undertake the roadway 
widening, and stream and culvert upgrades. The 
park land used temporarily includes grassy and 
landscaped areas, paved walkways, and an existing 
parking lot. 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
In coordination with the M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks regarding measures to 
minimize harm to the park, MTA agreed to elimi- 
nate the space between the expanded roadway curb 
and sidewalk and implement a closed drainage sys- 
tem. In addition, MTA will address a drainage issue 
on the eastern edge of the park by upgrading an 
existing stormwater culvert and grading the asso- 
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ciated stream for a short distance. Memoranda of 
MTA meetings with M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
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Figure 1-27. New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park 
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County Department of Parks are provided in FEIS 
Appendix I and ROD Attachment E. 


In coordination with M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks, MTA has agreed to 
provide replacement parkland to mitigate the 
permanent use of land at New Hampshire Estates 
Neighborhood Park. MTA will consolidate its 
mitigation for the permanent use of parkland within 
Montgomery County at a single site adjacent to 
New Hampshire Estates 


Neighborhood Park. The land will be used by MTA 
during Purple Line construction for temporary 
parking and construction staging, then provided to 
the park as permanent replacement land after 
construction is completed. M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks will accommodate the 
replacement land in their future redevelopment plan 
for the park. MTA will continue to coordinate with 
M-NCPPC-—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks regarding the design and implementation of 
its mitigation plan and the effects of the project on 
the park. 


MTA will implement the following additional 

mitigation measures: 

e Maintain access to the park during construction 
including temporary parking and access, as 
appropriate. 

e Provide a functional interim condition, for 
review and approval of M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks, for 
the park prior to its planned redevelopment. 

e Design sidewalk improvements along 
University Boulevard to meet ADA require- 
ments. 

e Will not construct stormwater management 
facilities within the boundaries of the park 
unless required by the terms of a stormwater 
permit (beyond the retrofit of the existing 
drainage ditch). 

e Replace guardrails, signs, railing and other 
structures on University Boulevard within or 
adjacent to the park to match existing park 
elements, as reasonable. 


Section 4(f) Determination 
The permanent and temporary uses of the Preferred 
Alternative will not adversely affect activities or 
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features, attributes or activities—playgrounds, 
athletic field, picnic areas and aesthetic features— 
that qualify the New Hampshire Estates Neighbor- 
hood Park for Section 4(f) protection. FTA has 
made a de minimis use determination for the 
Preferred Alternative at the New Hampshire Estates 
Neighborhood Park. Montgomery County 
Department of Parks concurred with FTA’s 

de minimis use determination for New Hampshire 
Estates Neighborhood Park on December 17, 2013 
(Record of Decision Attachment E). 


Northwest Branch Stream Valley 
Park and Northwest Branch Trail 


Section 4(f) Property Description 
Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park is 510 acres 
in size and is located along the Northwest Branch of 
the Anacostia River, north and south of University 
Boulevard (MD 193), between Riggs Road and 
Adelphi Road in Prince George’s County. The park 
was purchased in part using Capper-Cramton Act 
funding. In the vicinity of the Preferred Alternative, 
the park also includes Lane Manor Community 
Recreation and Aquatic Center, Adelphi Manor 
Community Recreation Center, and University Hills 
Neighborhood Park. Northwest Branch Stream 
Valley Park and all of the related facilities are 
owned and maintained by M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County Department of Parks and Recrea- 
tion, funded in part by Maryland Program Open 
Space funds. 


Northwest Branch Trail (Figure 1-28) is located in 
southeastern Montgomery County and northeastern 
Prince George’s County. It is 16 miles in length and 
extends north and south of the Capital Beltway. 
North of the Capital Beltway, approximately ten 
miles of the trail’s surface is natural surface. The 
hard surface portion of the trail is part of the Prince 
George’s County’s Anacostia Tributary Trail 
System, while the natural surface portion is used for 
hiking and extends to Wheaton Regional Park. 
Heading southeast, the trail extends into Prince 
George’s County, ending at the confluence of the 
Northwest and Northeast branches of the Anacostia 
River in Hyattsville. The trail has a paved asphalt 
surface at University Boulevard and in the 
immediate vicinity. 
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Figure 1-28. Northwest Branch Trail 
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Use of Section 4(f) Property— 

De minimis Use 

The Preferred Alternative transitway will be aligned 
through the median of University Boulevard, which 
crosses Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park 
perpendicularly (Figure 1-29). The Preferred 
Alternative includes widening University Boulevard 
to accommodate the Purple Line and replacing the 
existing bridge over the Northwest Branch of the 
Anacostia River with a new, wider bridge to match 
the wider roadway. MTA will permanently use 
approximately 0.80 acre of property from 
Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park. The 
parkland to be used is grassy or wooded and 
undeveloped. MTA will not permanently use any 
facilities associated with Northwest Branch Stream 
Valley Park. 


Access to the park will change with the permanent 
closure of the median on University Boulevard 
between West Park Drive and Adelphi Road, 
eliminating left-turning movements. The median 
closure is necessitated by the Purple Line using the 
median and the prohibition of unsignalized turns 
across the transitway. Vehicles traveling west on 
University Boulevard will have to make a U-turn at 
West Park Drive to access the existing playground 
within Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park, east 
of Lane Manor Community Recreation and Aquatic 
Center. Eastbound vehicles will have to make a 
U-turn at Adelphi Road to access the archery range 
located to the north of University Boulevard and 
west of Temple Street. 
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In consultation with the M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County and NCPC, the latter having 
jurisdiction under the Capper-Cramton Act, MTA 
has agreed to address several drainage and water 
quality issues along University Boulevard. Taking 
this action will require additional temporary 
construction easements; however, land used for 
upgrading the existing drainage system will be 
returned to the park upon completion of the 
construction of the project. In particular, both north 
and south of University Boulevard, between West 
Park Drive and Temple Street, the existing drainage 
ditches directly adjacent to University Boulevard 
will be relocated to convey discharge toward the 
Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River. A 
retaining wall will be constructed near the eastern 
end of an existing drainage ditch located north of 
University Boulevard and east of West Park Drive 
to maintain the ditch and avoid disturbing the 
embankment that supports the existing pond, 
located to the north of the wall. 


MTA will temporarily use approximately 3.45 acres 
of Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park during 
construction to access work areas and address 
drainage issues. The Northwest Branch of the 
Anacostia River will be temporarily impacted 
approximately 125 feet upstream to 125 feet down- 
stream of University Boulevard to temporarily 
divert the stream while the new University Boule- 
vard Bridge is built and grading refinements are 
made to the stream channel north of University 
Boulevard. These refinements will provide positive 
drainage to the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia 
River and the existing swale that conveys 
stormwater from University Boulevard to the 
stream. These activities are intended to improve the 
water quality of and drainage flows to the North- 
west Branch of the Anacostia River. The 
temporarily used park lands will be returned to 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County when 
construction is complete. The Northwest Branch 
Trail will be temporarily relocated from the eastern 
side to the western side of West Park Drive during 
construction. Full access to the trail and park 
facilities will be maintained during construction. 
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MTA has coordinated with M-NCPPC—Prince 
George’s County during project design 
development. Section 1.5 summarizes MTA’s 
coordination activities; memoranda of MTA 
meetings with M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County 
and NCPC are provided in FEIS Appendix I and 
ROD Attachment E. 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
To minimize impacts on Northwest Branch Park, 
MTA will: 

e Assist M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County with 
the identification of parkland to mitigate the 
permanent use of land within Northwest Branch 
Stream Valley Park. 

e Continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County regarding the project design 
and development of mitigation measures. 

e Replace guardrails, signs, and other existing 
structures that are disturbed within or adjacent 
to the park by Purple line construction with new 
structures that match existing elements within 
the park, where reasonable. 

e Develop landscape plans, including tree and 
vegetation replacement (at agreed upon 
mitigation ratios in consultation with 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County), using 
native and approved species to mitigate the 
temporary and permanent removal of vegetation 
and trees. 

e Include the landscape plans for areas within the 
park in the project plans and specifications and 
make them available for review and approval 
by M- NCPPC-Prince George’s County at 
milestones in the project development process 
(i.e., 60% design and 90% design). 

e Restore work areas temporarily disturbed 
during construction. 

e Coordinate its construction schedule with 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County to avoid 
impacts to the annual Hispanic Festival that is 
held in the park. 

e Continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County to minimize construction 
impacts to the park. 


A land exchange agreement will be executed 
between MTA and M-NCPPC to mitigate for the 
permanent use of parkland within Prince George’s 
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County as a result of the project. Mitigation for park 
impacts throughout Prince George’s County may be 
consolidated in one or more locations. The financial 
valuation and compensation of the permanent and 
temporary uses will be determined through an 
approved appraisal process between M-NCPPC— 
Prince George’s County and MTA following all 
applicable Federal and State laws and practices. 


Section 4(f) Determination 

In coordination with M-NCPPC-—Prince George’s 
County and NCPC, FTA has determined that the 
Preferred Alternative will not adversely affect the 
features, attributes or activities—trails, 
playgrounds, aquatic center, athletic fields and 
courts, picnic and recreational areas and a duck 
pond—that qualify the park for Section 4(f) 
protection. FTA has made a de minimis use 
determination for the Preferred Alternative at 
Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park. M-NCPPC-— 
Prince George’s County concurred with FTA’s 

de minimis use determination for Northwest Branch 
Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail in 
a letter dated January 24, 2014 (Record of Decision 
Attachment E). 


Anacostia River Stream Valley Park 
and Northeast Branch Trail 


Section 4(f) Property Description 
Anacostia River Stream Valley Park encompasses 
794 acres of land and includes the following 
features and attributes: playgrounds, athletic fields, 
community centers, various courts, and trails 
(Figure 1-30). The park is owned and maintained by 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of 
Parks and Recreation, funded in part by Maryland 
Program Open Space funds. In the vicinity of the 
Preferred Alternative, the park was purchased in 
part using Capper-Cramton Act Funding. Two 
national bicycle routes, the American Discovery 
Trail and the East Coast Greenway, converge on the 
Northeast Branch Trail in the project area and cross 
the Preferred Alternative alignment. 


The Northeast Branch Trail is part of the Anacostia 
Tributary Trail system. It is owned and maintained 
by M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department 
of Parks and Recreation. The Northeast Branch 
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Trail is 3.4 miles in length and runs northeast from 
near US 1 in Hyattsville to Lake Artemesia. Several 
disconnected sections of trail were constructed prior 
to the 1990s. Beginning in the early 1990s addi- 
tional sections were constructed to form one 
continuous trail. 


Figure 1-30. Anacostia River Stream 
Valley Park 





oe 


Use of Section 4(f) Property— 

De minimis Use 

MTA, in coordination with M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County and NCPC, the latter having 
jurisdiction under the Capper-Cramton Act, 
determined that the Preferred Alternative transitway 
will be aligned parallel to and immediately south of 
River Road on Anacostia River Stream Valley Park 
land. Whereas MTA initially considered an 
alignment within River Road, design factors led 
MTA to pursue the Preferred Alternative alignment. 
First, the roadway curve at the M Square station 
location does not meet design requirements which 
prescribe a 300 foot straight section. Second, MTA 
will have had to widen River Road to accommodate 
the transitway, thereby using park property and 
incur additional project cost. 


The transitway will cross Northeast Branch Trail 
perpendicularly. The transitway will be built on a 
permanent embankment for most of its length 
through the park, while it will be on its own 
structure over Northeast Branch Trail, the Northeast 
Branch of the Anacostia River, and the unnamed 
trail connection to Kenilworth Avenue 

(Figure 1-31). The transitway will be at approxi- 
mately the same elevation as River Road. The 
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portions of the park that will be temporarily used 
are grassy or wooded and undeveloped. 


MTA will permanently use approximately 

1.36 acres of Anacostia River Stream Valley Park 
owned by M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County. 
Property that will be permanently used abuts River 
Road to the south and extends from Haig Drive to 
the end of M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County 
property, just west of Kenilworth Avenue and east 
of the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River. The 
land to be permanently used is partly grassy and 
partly wooded and undeveloped. 


Overall, MTA will temporarily use approximately 
2.58 acres of the Anacostia River Stream Valley 
Park during construction. Construction activities 
will occur primarily to the south of River Road for 
the transitway, and relocation of the unnamed trail 
connection to Kenilworth Avenue, including a 
staging and storage area for bridge construction. 
MTA will use a currently undeveloped parcel of 
park land at the southeast quadrant of the River 
Road-Haig Drive/University Research Court 
intersection as the temporary construction staging 
area. MTA is coordinating with M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County regarding the long-term use of 
this parcel. Upon completion of construction, MTA 
will clear and grade the parcel, enabling 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County to construct a 
futsal or other court on the site at a later date. 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
MTA has coordinated with M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County during project design develop- 
ment. Section 1.5 summarizes MTA’s coordination 
activities; memoranda of MTA meetings with 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County and NCPC are 
provided in FEIS Appendix I and ROD Attachment 
E. In consultation with the M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County and NCPC on measures to 
minimize harm, MTA has agreed to permanently 
relocate the unnamed trail connection to Kenilworth 
Avenue that is currently located east of the stream 
on the south side of River Road. Specifically, the 
trail will be shifted to the south, outside of the 


4 
Futsal is a variant of soccer that is played on a smaller hard 
surface pitch. 
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transitway alignment. In addition, where Haig Drive 
and University Research Court intersect with River 
Road, MTA will remove the 
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Figure 1-31. Anacostia River Stream V 


re x 





bo) cleliatep-late| 
bo) Ke} g-[e [= 
Area for 
od Ke) ofe\-{-Ye | 
Bridge 
Construction, : 





alley Park and Northeast Branch Trail 


- 


‘ail yy: 


. Northeast Branch Sig 


Purple Line Record of Decision 








Proposed. << 
Trail, Realignment 








Temporary Occupancy, 2.58 acres === Preferred Alternative - Transitway 
Northeast Branch Trail 


Permanent Park Use, 1.36 acres 
Existing Trail Connection 











—=_ Proposed Retaining Wall 
MME Proposed Sidewalk (J Parkland A 
Proposed Bridge wages 
Proposed Trail Realignment © 
0 50 100 200 300 Feet 


[J Limits of Disturbance 





Attachment D—Final Section 4(f) Evaluation 


65 


Purple Line Record of Decision 


traffic circle and replace it with a signalized 
intersection prior to construction to allow for safe 
pedestrian access and vehicular traffic crossing the 
Preferred Alternative transitway. The replacement 
of the traffic circle with a signalized intersection 
will also serve to avoid the queuing of traffic when 
trains are moving through. 


Other minimization and mitigation measures MTA 

will implement include: 

e Assist M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County with 
the identification of parkland to mitigate the 
permanent use of land within Anacostia River 
Stream Valley Park and replace permanently 
used land in-kind. 

e Replace guardrails, signs, and other existing 
structures that are disturbed within or adjacent 
to the park by MTA construction with new 
structures that match the existing elements 
within the park, where reasonable. 

e Will not place stormwater management 
facilities within the park unless required by the 
terms of a stormwater permit. 

e Continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County regarding the project design 
and development of mitigation measures. 

e Develop landscape plans including tree and 
vegetation replacement (at agreed upon 
mitigation ratios in consultation with 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County) using 
native and approved species to mitigate the 
temporary and permanent removal of vegetation 
and trees. 

e Include the landscape plans for areas within the 
park in the project plans and specifications and 
make them available for review and approval 
by M-M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County at 
milestones in the project development process 
(i.e., 60% design and 90% design). 

e Maintain access to the park and Northeast 
Branch Trail during construction including a 
temporary detour of the trail to Haig Drive 
during construction crossing River Road at 
grade to University Research Court and through 
the M Square property to reconnect to 
Northeast Branch Trail. 

e Coordinate temporary trail detours with 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County. 
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e Restore the trail to its existing configuration 
upon completion of the project. 

e Coordinate the identification of specimen or 
champion trees and selective tree clearing with 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County. 

e Establish a buffer area required for protection 
and mark in the design plans and in the field to 
protect specimen or champion trees. 

e  Replant and restore trees within areas of the 
park cleared during construction where 
reasonable. 

e Identify prior to construction the presence of 
invasive plant species in all areas where 
vegetation will be disturbed and develop a two- 
year invasive plant species avoidance and 
removal program within the project limits. 

e Submit the invasive plant species avoidance 
and removal program to M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County for approval and 
implementation by MTA. 


A land exchange agreement will be executed 
between MTA and M-NCPPC to mitigate for the 
permanent use of parkland within Prince George’s 
County as a result of the project. Mitigation for park 
impacts throughout Prince George’s County may be 
consolidated in one or more locations. The financial 
valuation and compensation of the permanent and 
temporary uses will be determined through an 
approved appraisal process between M-NCPPC-— 
Prince George’s County and MTA following all 
applicable Federal and State laws and practices. 


Section 4(f) Determination 

The permanent and temporary uses by the Preferred 
Alternative will not adversely affect the features, 
attributes or activities—playgrounds, athletic fields, 
and courts, community centers and trails—that 
qualify the park for Section 4(f) protection. FTA 
has made a de minimis use determination for the 
Preferred Alternative at Anacostia River Stream 
Valley Park. No permanent use of Northeast Branch 
Trail or the unnamed trail connection to Kenilworth 
Avenue will occur. M-NCPPC-Prince George’s 
County concurred with FTA’s de minimis use 
determination for Anacostia River Stream Valley 
Park and Northeast Branch Trail in a letter dated 
January 24, 2014 (Record of Decision 

Attachment E). 
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Baltimore-Washington Parkway 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

The Baltimore-Washington Parkway (MD 295) 
(PG: 69-26) was listed in the National Register of 
Historic Places in 1991. The Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway (Gladys Noon Spellman Parkway) is a 
32-mile divided highway that extends from the US 
50/MD 201 interchange at the Washington DC 
border, north to I-95 in Baltimore (Figure 1-32). For 
most of its length the roadway is four lanes wide. 
Built between 1950 and 1954 and opened in 1954, 
the parkway has a variable-width median and is 
bounded by a buffer of natural forest and cultivated 
vegetation. The roadway follows gently rolling 
terrain and has modest vistas. Visitors experience 
the park primarily by driving on the parkway. 


The median varies between 15 to 200 feet wide and 
the right-of-way ranges from 400 to 800 feet wide. 
The median vegetation ranges from mown grass to 
dense woodland. In the study area, the parkway 
passes over Riverdale Road on two bridges 
separated by a wide median. The land around the 
bridges consists of sparsely treed and grassed slopes 
within the interchange, with a denser, forested 
median to the north and south of the interchange 
and denser forests along the eastern and western 
boundaries of the parkway to the north of Riverdale 
Road. Denser forests exist along the eastern and 
western boundaries of the parkway to the south of 
Riverdale Road with residential development 
abutting both sides of the park property. 


Figure 1-32. Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway Bridge 
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The parkway was originally designed as a defense 
highway and alternate commuter route. Nineteen 
miles of the Baltimore-Washington Parkway are 
owned and maintained by the National Park Service 
(NPS). The NPS-owned portion of the parkway 
extends from the eastern border of Washington DC 
northeast through Prince George’s County and into 
Anne Arundel County to the MD 175 (Jessup Road) 
interchange, where the SHA jurisdictional boundary 
begins. The parkway’s appended name 
commemorates Gladys Noon Spellman, a local 
educator and former congresswoman who died in 
1988. The portion of the parkway in the study area 
is owned by the US government and operated by 
the NPS. 


Use of Section 4(f) Property— 

De minimis Use 

The Preferred Alternative will be aligned directly 
south of Riverdale Road (MD 410) on two dedi- 
cated transitway lanes (Figure 1-33). As the existing 
parkway bridges over Riverdale Road are insuffi- 
ciently long to span Riverdale Road and the new 
transitway, MTA will replace the existing 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway bridges with longer 
bridge spans. In coordination with the NPS— 
National Capital Parks East, two temporary bridges, 
one in each direction, will be constructed on the 
outside of the existing Parkway to maintain two 
lanes of traffic in each direction. The roadway 
approaches to the bridges will be temporarily 
shifted to align with the temporary bridges. 


MTA will require approximately 6.72 acres of 
temporary construction easements on parkway 
property to install the temporary bridges, realign the 
parkway approaches to the temporary bridges, 
construct the new bridges, and construct the 
transitway. Approximately 3.82 acres of park 
property and 2.90 acres of parkway roadway will be 
temporarily used by MTA to build the Preferred 
Alternative. The park land that will be temporarily 
used is grassy with scattered trees or wooded areas. 
Throughout the duration of bridge construction, full 
access to the Baltimore-Washington Parkway from 
Riverdale Road will be maintained. 


The alignment of the Preferred Alternative along 
the southern side of Riverdale Road will require 
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permanent use of approximately 0.61 acre of pro- 
perty from the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 
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MTA has coordinated with the NPS during 
refinement of the Preferred Alternative, including 
the application of strategies to minimize harm to the 
parkway. Section 1.5 summarizes MTA’s coordina- 
tion activities; memoranda of MTA meetings with 
NPS are provided in FEIS Appendix I and ROD 
Attachment E. 


Prior to selecting the southern alignment of the 
transitway, MTA considered several alignment 
options that would not cause bridge impacts and 
replacement, and would minimize the amount of 
new right-of-way needed. Among these, single 
track options and mixed-traffic lanes on Riverdale 
Road proved to cause undesirable conflicts with 
traffic movements to and from the parkway ramps. 
In both cases, these options would share lanes on 
Riverdale Road, resulting in substantial traffic 
delays and queuing on Riverdale Road as well as on 
the parkway ramps. A tunnel option was determined 
to be infeasible due to the terrain, the bridge 
foundations, and community impacts and 
impractical due to its cost. 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
Other strategies MTA has applied to minimize harm 
to the parkway include aligning the Preferred 
Alternative along the existing alignment of 
Riverdale Road at the parkway as opposed to a new 
alignment. MTA developed and evaluated four 
maintenance of traffic concepts in consultation with 
NPS. MOT Option | included the construction of 
one temporary bridge within the median of 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway over Riverdale 
Road with the permanent bridges being constructed 
one at a time. MOT Option 2 included the 
construction of two temporary bridges located 
adjacent to each of the existing bridges within the 
median of the parkway. This alternative was 
evaluated both with and without the construction of 
retaining walls in an effort to minimize impacts to 
forested land within the median. Both of the 
permanent bridges would have been constructed at 
the same time to minimize construction time within 
NPS property. MOT Option 3 includes the 
construction of two temporary bridges located 
adjacent to the existing bridges to the outside of the 
parkway, between the roadway and ramps. Both of 
the permanent bridges would be constructed at the 
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same time. Retaining walls would be constructed to 
minimize impacts to the existing ramps. MOT 
Option 4 included widening the existing parkway 
bridges to maintain traffic on the structure during 
construction. Three design options were associated 
with this alternative, including widening each 
bridge to the outside toward the existing ramps and 
widening inside the parkway toward the median, 
both with and without the construction of retaining 
walls. No temporary bridges would have been 
constructed with MOT Option 4. 


Ultimately, Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) Option 
3 was developed and selected by MTA consultation 
with NPS National Capital Region (NCR) and 
National Capital Parks-East (NACE) at the June 22, 
2012 agency coordination meeting. MOT Option 3 
will be implemented during construction and will 
avoid impcts to trees in the median. MPT Option 3 
includes construction of temporary bridges on the 
outside of the existing bridges, between the existing 
roadway and the ramps. The temporary bridges 
would maintain two lanes of traffic in each 
direction during construction and would avoid the 
forest area and archeological site in the medeian of 
the parkway. MTA evaluated the traffic effects and 
determined that traffic will not back up onto the 
parkway ramps during project construction or 
operation. 


The permanent replacement bridge structures would 
have a similar arch design as the existing bridge 
structures. The new structures would be constructed 
on the same horizontal alignment as the existing 
parkway roadways and would be the same width 
(across the roadway) as the existing bridges. 


The bridges would include horizontal arched 
concrete shields above the transitway overhead 
wires (see Attachment B of Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway de minimis use concurrence letter, Record 
of Decision Attachment E). The purpose of the 
shields is to block views of the wires by visitors 
driving on the parkway. The design of these shields 
was developed in consultation with the NPS. The 
design of the shields would match the shape of the 
existing arch of the bridge structure, blending in 
visually as vehicles approach the bridges on 
Riverdale Road. In addition, the shields would not 
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extend above the bridge railings so as to maintain 
views from the parkway to the adjacent landscape. 


MTA will attach catenary wires to the bridges as 
agreed upon during consultation with NPS at the 
June 22, 2012 meeting. Attaching the catenary 
wires to the bridge will reduce the number of 
catenary poles within the park. Final specifications 
for bridge design will be subject to review by the 
NPS. 


MTA will re-use the stone facade on bridge 
abutments to maintain the appearance of the 
abutments as practicable. The existing stone would 
be removed from the existing abutments, stored 
during construction to maintain the integrity, and be 
re-used to the extent practicable. If additional stone 
is required, it would come from the same source, if 
possible. MTA will identify new stone, if needed in 
consultation with the NPS to match the existing 
stone. 


MTA will develop landscape plans including tree 
and vegetation replacement (at agreed upon ratios 
in consultation with NPS) using native and 
approved species to mitigate the temporary and 
permanent removal of vegetation and trees. 
Landscape plans for areas within the park will be 
included in the project plans and specifications, and 
will be made available for review and approval by 
NPS at milestones in the project development 
process (i.e., 60% design and 90% design). 


MTA will conduct a survey prior to construction in 
all areas where vegetation will be disturbed to 
identify the presence of invasive species. A two 
year invasive species avoidance and removal 
program within the project limits will be developed, 
submitted to NPS for approval and implemented by 
MTA. 


The maintenance of traffic plan calls for temporary 
bridges and approach roadways to be constructed 
between the existing mainline roadway and bridges 
and the ramps between the parkway and Riverdale 
Road. Upon completion of construction, all 
temporary roadway, structures and construction 
materials will be removed and the ground will be 
returned to pre-construction grade using stockpiled 
materials from the site, or similar, to support 
vegetation. Any residual structures or pavements 
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will be removed. The area will be stabilized and 
planted with appropriate species. The final land- 
scape plan for the slope between the mainline 
roadway and ramps will be determined in 
consultation with the NPS. 


Sensitive natural and built resources, including trees 
and archeological resources, would be identified 
and a buffer area will be established and marked in 
the design plans and in the field to protect the 
resources. MTA will also identify the sensitive 
resources on the project design plans, including the 
buffer area required for protection. NPS will be 
consulted and MTA will locate the resources and 
buffer in the field prior to construction activities. 
The NPS National Capital Region tree guidelines 
will be incorporated into project specifications, 
contract documents and the NPS Special Use 
Permit. 


Other minimization measures include: 

e MTA will design sidewalk improvements along 
Riverdale Road to meet ADA requirements. 

e MTA will not construct stormwater 
management facilities within the boundaries of 
the parkway. 

e During design reviews, MTA will provide NPS 
with plans for the material, colors and finishes 
for permanent traffic signals and roadway 
lighting poles and fixtures within the parkway. 
NPS will approve the plans prior to final 
design. 


A land exchange agreement will be executed 
between MTA and NPS to mitigate for the 
permanent use of approximately 0.6 acres of park 
land along Riverdale Road. The financial valuation 
and exchange of the permanent land will be 
determined through an approved appraisal process 
between NPS and MTA following all applicable 
Federal and State laws and practices. The general 
steps of the land exchange include the following: 

e The property being exchanged is identified by 
NPS. 

e NPS National Capital Region Lands Office 
contacts the U.S. Department of the Interior 
(DOD Office of Valuation Services (OVS) and 
provides details of exchange. 

e OVS prepares Statement of Work (SOW) to be 
used by contract appraiser. 
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e OVS provides SOW and a list of qualified and 
DOI-approved appraisers to MTA. 

e MTA hires appraiser from list. 

e Appraiser prepares appraisal based on DOI 
SOW. 

e OVS reviews appraisal for conformance with 
SOW and applicable regulations. 

e Once appraisal is approved OVS informs NCR 
Lands of appraisal acceptance. 

e Proceed with transaction. 


To mitigate for temporary impacts, MTA will 
replace sections of metal guardrail that were pre- 
viously installed along the Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway. The guardrail was installed to address 
immediate safety concerns and does not meet the 
design aesthetic or guidelines of the NPS. Guardrail 
will be replaced with an approved FHWA Crash 
Tested longitudinal barrier system, such as the 
Stone Masonry Guardwall (TL-3) system which is 
an approved design for FHWA EFL roadways, 
including the NPS Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 
This can be found in the Design Elements 
Guidelines at http://www.efl.fhwa.dot.gov/ 
technology/abs.aspx. 


The exact location and limits of this work will be 
determined in consultation with the NPS and the 
MD SHPO and will be selected in areas that do not 
result in adverse effects to the park. 


To establish equitable compensation, the scope of 
the mitigation including the cost of design, 
overhead, fees, mitigation, construction, and other 
attributable items will be commensurate with the 
value of temporary use of NPS property by the 
Purple Line in accordance with all applicable 
Federal and State laws. To support this work, NPS 
will waive fees associated with construction permits 
and temporary lease agreements, design reviews, 
and other administrative or other fees that may be 
required for the mitigation. In addition, NPS will 
facilitate design review and approval including 
construction access and maintenance of traffic 
plans. 


Section 4(f) Determination 

Through coordination with NPS, FTA has deter- 
mined that the permanent and temporary uses by the 
Preferred Alternative will not adversely affect the 
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features, attributes or activities—park and 
parkway—that qualify the Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway for Section 4(f) protection. FTA has made 
a de minimis use determination for the Preferred 
Alternative at the Baltimore-Washington Parkway 
because of the mitigation measures and the 
coordination undertaken with NPS to minimize 
harm. NPS concurred with FTA’s de minimis use 
determination for Baltimore-Washington Parkway 
in a letter dated March 18, 2014 (Record of 
Decision Attachment E). 


Glenridge Community Park 


Section 4(f) Property Description 
Glenridge Community Park is located directly 
southwest of MD 410 (Veterans Parkway), the 
Northern Area Maintenance Glenridge Service 
Center, and Glenridge Elementary School, north of 
Freeport Avenue, east of Trinidad and Greenland 
Streets, and south of Rosalie Lane in Glenridge, 
Prince George’s County (Figure 1-34). The 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of 
Parks and Recreation owns 62 acres of land, of 
which the park encompasses approximately 

53.5 acres and the remaining 8.5 acres of land is the 
Northern Area Maintenance Glenridge Service 
Center. The park was funded in part with Maryland 
Program Open Space funds. The service center has 
no recreational facilities, is not part of Glenridge 
Community Park and is not open to the public. For 
these reasons, the Service Center property is not 
considered a Section 4(f) property and is not 
included in this evaluation. 


Figure 1-34. Glenridge Community Park 
Picnic Area 


=. 
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Facilities at the park include a playground, athletic 
fields, basketball courts, tennis courts, a trail 
network, shelters, picnic areas, and parking. All of 
the recreational facilities within the park are located 
within the western half of the park. The remaining 
park property is wooded, undeveloped, and 
designated a Woodland Conservation Area by 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County according to 
their ordinance and Maryland’s Forest Conservation 
Act. 


From Veterans Parkway (MD 410), Glenridge 
Community Park is accessible from Annapolis 
Road to Gallatin Street or Annapolis Road to 
Greenvale Parkway to 70" Place to Flintridge 
Drive. Parking for Glenridge Community Park is 
provided at both the Flintridge Drive and Gallatin 
Street access points. 


Use of Section 4(f) Property— 
Permanent Use, Not De minimis 

MTA, through coordination with M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County, determined its Purple Line 
Glenridge Maintenance Facility will be constructed 
primarily on the M-NCPPC’s Northern Area 
Maintenance Glenridge Service Center property 
(Figure 1-35). However, MTA will use a portion of 
undeveloped and wooded park property, primarily 
north of the Service Center property. The Preferred 
Alternative will not impact existing, developed park 
facilities. 


The maintenance facility will include a large 
maintenance building, rail tracks for access from 
the mainline transitway as well as on-site vehicle 
storage, motor vehicle parking and access 
driveways to Veterans Parkway. MTA will 
permanently use approximately 5.32 acres of park 
property, including 4.1 acres within the existing 
forest conservation area. In addition, MTA will 
temporarily use approximately 0.37 acre of park 
land to provide work areas to build the project. 


The configuration of the Purple Line Glenridge 
Maintenance Facility will avoid the adjacent 
Glenridge Elementary School property and 
associated fields. The Preferred Alternative will not 
necessitate closure of Glenridge Community Park at 
any time during or after construction. 
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After publication of the FEIS, MTA modified the 
configuration of the lead tracks and parking, and 
moved the signal bungalow along Veterans 
Parkway toward the facility. These refinements 
slightly reduce the project LOD, but do not change 
FTA’s Section 4(f) determination. 


Avoidance Alternatives 

The avoidance analysis focuses on alternative 
locations for the maintenance facility. Early in the 
planning process, MTA determined that there was 
no single, suitable site large enough to contain a full 
storage yard, maintenance facility and operations 
center for the Purple Line. Therefore, MTA sought 
two sites, preferably one in each county towards 
either end of the corridor. 


When MTA evaluated potential locations for a 
storage yard and shop facility, several criteria were 
considered including the proximity of the site to the 
transitway, the size of the site, the ability to grade 
the site to level conditions, the ability to provide 
vehicular access to the site, existing zoning and 
land use, and adjacent land uses. 


MTA performed a search for sites throughout the 
Prince George’s County portion of the study area 
and assessed their feasibility. Limitations to finding 
suitable sites included the developed character of 
the corridor, the presence of large land areas 
devoted to stream valley parks and the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway, land use, and populations. 
Properties considered include the Pepco utility 
right-of-way on University Boulevard, three sites 
south of the College Park Metrorail station, a site 
near the intersection of Riverdale Road and 
Veterans Parkway, two sites on the north side of 
Veterans Parkway, and sites east of the WMATA 
Orange Line tracks and US 50 in New Carrollton 
(Figure 1-36). Ultimately, each site was determined 
to be not prudent and feasible based on engineering, 
environmental, suitability, or cost factors as 
explained below. 
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Figure 1-35. Glenridge Community Park 
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Pepco Site 

MTA considered the Pepco utility right-of-way on 
University Boulevard; however, Pepco was con- 
cerned about the potential for conflicts between the 
Preferred Alternative overhead contact system, 
maintenance facility power system, and the 
overhead high voltage Pepco transmission lines. 
Ultimately, Pepco was unwilling to agree to MTA 
using their right-of-way. For this reason, the Pepco 
site was determined not prudent (23 CFR 
774.17(3)(V)). 


Sites South of College Park Metrorail 
Station 

MTA considered sites south of the College Park 
Metrorail station, but found each difficult to access 
through forest and wetland areas. One site was 
infeasible as it is not large enough for the facility. 
The second site would result in additional construc- 
tion, maintenance, or operational costs of an 
extraordinary magnitude to cross the CSX tracks. 
This site is now undergoing rezoning for a major 
proposed mixed-use development (23 CFR 
774.17(3)Gii)(A), (3)(Gv), and (3)(vi)). The final site 
south of the College Park Metrorail station is a 
federal government-owned property that MTA 
initially thought was vacant and available. MTA’s 
further investigation determined that using the site 
would cause severe social, economic, or environ- 
mental impacts as it is slated for redevelopment and 
is unavailable for consideration as a potential 
location for a maintenance facility (23 CFR 
774.17(3)(ii)(A)). 


Site Near the Intersection of Riverdale 
Road and Veterans Parkway 

The site near the intersection of Riverdale Road and 
Veterans Parkway is developed with an apartment 
and townhouse community. It is surrounded by 
other residential areas. At the time the site was 
initially identified, MTA thought that it was under- 
utilized. However, since that time new property 
managers have made improvements and the 
complex provides affordable housing for a diverse 
community within a portion of the project area that 
has a majority of minority population. MTA would 
displace all residents in the complex and cause 
disproportionately high and adverse impacts to 
minority or low income populations if it were to use 
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the site. In terms of Section 4(f), use of the site is 
not prudent because it would involve multiple 
factors in 23 CFR 774.17(3)() through 23 CFR 
774.17(3)(v), that while individually minor, 
cumulatively cause unique impacts of extraordinary 
magnitude. 


Sites on the North Side of Veterans 
Parkway 

The sites on the north side of Veterans Parkway are 
densely forested areas with streams, wetlands and 
steep and uneven topography. These characteristics 
make the sites difficult to develop, particularly as a 
nearly level transit vehicle maintenance facility. 
One site is not prudent as it is not large enough for a 
maintenance facility, does not meet the purpose and 
need (23 CFR 774.17(3)()). 


Sites East of the WMATA Orange Line 
Tracks and US 50 

Finally, the sites east of the WMATA Orange Line 
and US 50 would require the Purple Line to cross 
the Amtrak and WMATA tracks as well as US 50. 
Using the sites would result in additional construc- 
tion, maintenance, or operational costs of an 
extraordinary magnitude as it would be a very 
costly grade-separated crossing on an alignment 
that is not needed for the project. Further, these 
parcels are slated for TOD development around the 
New Carrollton Metrorail station (23 CFR 
774.17(3)q11)(A), (3)(iv), and (3)(vi)). 


Using the criteria of Section 4(f), none of the 
alternative sites considered is a feasible and prudent 
avoidance alternative site for the Purple Line 
maintenance facility in Prince George’s County. 


No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative is an avoidance 
alternative as it would cause no use of the park. 
However, the No Build Alternative compromises 
the project to a degree that it is unreasonable to 
proceed with the project in light of its stated 
purpose and need. Therefore, while the No Build 
Alternative is feasible, it is not prudent (23 CFR 
774.17(3)(). 
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Property-specific Least Overall Harm 
Analysis 

MTA applied the Section 4(f) criteria to determine 
the build alternative with the least overall harm to 
Glenridge Community Park. In this analysis, the 
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Figure 1-36. Glenridge Community Park Avoidance Alternatives 
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Preferred Alternative and each build alternative in 
the AA/DEIS was evaluated. MTA assumed that the 
refinements to the facility layout it has done for the 
Preferred Alternative in consultation with the 
M-NCPPC would have occurred if any of the other 
light rail transit build alternatives had been 
advanced. Regarding the BRT alternatives, a 
maintenance facility site would be required of 
similar size although MTA would have greater 
flexibility in applying the facility layout design 
criteria. However, for the purposes of the FEIS and 
Section 4(f) analyses, MTA’s facility site 
evaluation process assumed no difference in site 
needs. 


The amount and location of use of Glenridge 
Community Park would be the same for each 
alternative, the ability of MTA to mitigate adverse 
impacts to the property, and the relative severity of 
the remaining harm to the property after mitigation 
are the same (23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)(i) and (ii)). 
Among the alternatives, the Preferred Alternative 
strongly meets the project purpose and need 

(23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)(v)). The magnitude of adverse 
impacts to properties not protected by Section 4(f) 
is similar among the alternatives (23 CFR 
774.3(c)(1)(vi)). For these reasons, and despite the 
Preferred Alternative being more costly than all but 
the High Investment LRT Alternative (23 CFR 
774.3(c)(1)(vii)) as discussed in Section 1.4.3, the 
Preferred Alternative is the alternative with the least 
overall harm to Glenridge Community Park. 


Section 1.4.3 presents a corridor-wide least overall 
harm analysis that considers all Section 4(f) 
properties. 


All Possible Planning to Minimize Harm 
At the time of the AA/DEIS, MTA envisioned 
splitting the fleet as well as the maintenance and 
operations activities equivalently between the 
Glenridge and Lyttonsville facilities. The AA/DEIS 
concept of the Glenridge Yard and Shop would 
have used portions of Glenridge Community Park 
and the recreational facilities at the Glenridge 
Elementary School. 


Several factors influenced the design of the 
maintenance facility at the Glenridge site since the 
publication of the AA/DEIS. Updated ridership and 
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transit travel time estimates increased the total 
projected fleet size, increasing Purple Line 
maintenance and storage needs. While this data 
indicated the need to enlarge the facility layout to 
accommodate the increased fleet size, MTA 
responded by reprogramming use of the Glenridge 
and Lyttonsville sites to reduce redundant activities, 
reduce costs, and ultimately reduce the size of the 
facilities. As currently reprogrammed, the 
Lyttonsville Yard will be used primarily for storage, 
daily cleaning/servicing, and the operations center. 
The Glenridge Maintenance Facility will be used 
primarily for maintenance activities. 


In making this change, MTA also reconsidered the 
facility layout. During the AA/DEIS, a “loop” 
configuration was envisioned. As currently 
reprogrammed, the Glenridge facility will have a 
linear configuration, which was developed in 
coordination with the M-NCPPC Prince George’s 
County. The linear configuration is better suited to 
moving trains to and from the main line transitway, 
as well as through the maintenance facility building, 
than the loop configuration. While the linear 
configuration will permanently use approximately 
two additional acres of park land, it avoids impacts 
to the developed recreational facilities within the 
park including the path and pavilions. During 
MTA’s coordination with the County regarding the 
park and the maintenance facility property, the 
County agreed that the linear configuration will 
have less impact to the recreational properties of the 
park and school than the AA/DEIS layout and is 
preferred. Memoranda of MTA meetings with 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County are provided in 
FEIS Appendix I and ROD Attachment E. 


The linear configuration of the current facility 
design will make approximately 2.04 acres of land 
from the Glenridge Service Center property 
available to be transferred to the park and/or school. 
In consultation with Prince George’s County, this 
additional land will benefit the park and school by 
enabling development of a second full size field, 
drainage improvements, and visual screening. With 
this transfer, the net use will be approximately 

3.28 acres of protected park/recreational land. 
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Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
To minimize the overall size of the maintenance 
facility, underground stormwater management 
facilities will be used. Retaining walls will be 
installed to minimize land area needs and to avoid 
impacts to an existing stream located on the 
northwestern side of the maintenance facility. The 
walls will reduce the area of grading needed, 
thereby maximizing the land area available for 
future recreational activities on the expanded 
Glenridge Elementary School property. 


Topographically, the maintenance facility will be at 
a lower elevation than the school and adjacent park, 
thereby reducing visual effects. MTA will also plant 
trees as a mitigation measure to offset tree removal. 


Focusing maintenance activities at the Glenridge 
facility requires a larger maintenance building than 
envisioned during the AA/DEIS, enabling most 
maintenance activities at the site to occur indoors. 
This refinement reduces visual, light, and noise 
effects to impact adjacent properties. 


Coordination between MTA and the M-NCPPC-— 
Prince George’s County is ongoing regarding 
minimization and mitigation strategies at Glenridge 
Community Park as a result of the Preferred 
Alternative. 


West Lanham Hills Neighborhood 
Recreation Center 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation 
Center is approximately nine acres in size, located 
in Landover Hills, and owned and maintained by 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of 
Parks and Recreation, and funded in part by 
Maryland Program Open Space funds 

(Figure 1-37). The park is bounded by Veterans 
Parkway to the west, Ellin Road to the south, 
Emerson Road and a residential development to the 
east, and a car dealership to the north. The park 
includes a playground, recreation center, basketball 
court, tennis court, trail and a picnic facility. 
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Figure 1-37. West Lanham Hills 
Recreational Building 
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Temporary Occupancy Exception 

The Preferred Alternative will be aligned along the 
west side of Veterans Parkway (Figure 1-38). It will 
cross Veterans Parkway, onto Ellin Road where the 
transitway will be in a mixed-use lane. MTA will 
raise the elevation of Ellin Road approximately one 
to two feet to meet the transitway design criteria. 
The sidewalks along Ellin Road will be rebuilt. Due 
to the change in roadway elevation and the steep 
slopes alongside Ellin Road, MTA will re-contour 
the land immediately adjacent to Ellin Road to meet 
existing grades. 


As currently designed, MTA will require a 
temporary easement of 0.08 acre from West 
Lanham Hills Neighborhood Park to enable 
construction access to the work area. MTA will 
restore land disturbed by project construction 
activities within the park upon completion of 
construction along Ellin Road. Full access to West 
Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center and 
all associated facilities will be maintained 
throughout construction. 


Through its coordination with M-NCPPC-Prince 
George’s County, FTA has determined that 
constructing the transitway will not adversely affect 
activities, features or attributes—playground, 
recreational center, athletic courts, trail, and picnic 
areas—of the park. Memoranda of MTA meetings 
with M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County are 
provided in FEIS Appendix I and ROD 

Attachment E. 
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Figure 1-38. West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center 
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Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
Although the project will have no direct impacts to 
park property, MTA developed measures in 
coordination with M-NCPPC to minimize the 
potential for temporary construction effects on the 
park. MTA will implement the following mitigation 
measures: 

e Continue coordination with M-NCPPC Prince 
George’s County throughout design and 
construction. 

e Enter into a right-of-way agreement with M- 
NCPPC Prince George’s County for approx1- 
mately 0.08 acre on the West Lanham Hills 
Neighborhood Recreation Center land to grade 
the slope and associated construction activities 
alongside Ellin Road. The work area is an 
undeveloped area of the park and no change in 
ownership of the park land will occur. 

e Coordinate with M-NCPPC-Prince George’s 
County to determine if Tree Conservation Plan 
(TCP) 2-088-90 is affected by the project 
construction in the park, revise the TCP as 
necessary, and provide mitigation as required. 

e Coordinate with M-NCPPC-Prince George’s 
County to restore disturbed park land. 
Restoration of the disturbed area within West 
Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center 
will be completed after project completion. 

e Maintain access to the West Lanham Hills 
Neighborhood Recreation Center at all times 
during and after construction. 


Section 4(f) Determination 

The temporary construction easement meets the five 
criteria for temporary occupancy exception set forth 
in 23 CFR 774.13(d), as discussed in Section 1.1.1. 
Specifically, (1) the duration of the work is 
temporary, less than the overall project construction 
period and no change in property ownership will 
occur; (2) the work is confined to a small area of 
the park and will result in minimal changes to the 
park; (3) no permanent adverse impacts to the park 
and no interference with the protected activities, 
features or attributes of the park will occur; (4) the 
disturbed land will be fully restored to at least as 
good condition; and (5) the officials with 
jurisdiction have provided documented agreement 
to these findings. As such, the temporary 
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construction easement does not constitute a use of 
the West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation 
Center. M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County 
concurred with FTA’s temporary occupancy 
exception determination for West Lanham Hills 
Neighborhood Recreation Center in a letter dated 
January 24, 2014 (Record of Decision 
Attachment E). 


1.4.2 Historic Properties 


In accordance with 23 CFR 774.5(b)(1), FTA has 
determined that the Preferred Alternative will use 
use portions of seven historic properties protected 
by Section 4(f). Table 1-8 lists these properties and 
their attributes; an evaluation of each is provided in 
the sections that follow. 


The Preferred Alternative will result in a permanent 
Section 4(f) use of three historic properties, which 
will not be de minimis. For these three properties, 
this Final Section 4(f) Evaluation includes an 
analysis of avoidance alternatives, minimization 
measures, and mitigation efforts, as well as 
coordination with officials having jurisdictional 
authority. 


For the other four historic properties, FTA made de 
minimis use determinations, based on findings of 
“no adverse effect” for those properties in the 
Section 106 consultation process. These findings 
are described below. 


FTA, NPS, MTA and MHT signed a Programmatic 
Agreement that outlines commitments and 
mitigations concerning historic properties and 
archeological sites under Section 106 (Record of 
Decision Attachment B). MTA will implement the 
project in accordance with the Section 106 
Programmatic Agreement. 


Columbia Country Club (M: 35-140) 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

The Columbia Country Club (Club) (Figure 1-39) is 
historically significant for the period from its 
founding in 1911 through 1962. It is locally 
significant under NRHP Criterion A as an excellent 
example of a recreational and social complex in the 
suburban development of the surrounding Chevy 
Chase area and for its contributions, both directly 
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Table 1-8. Summary of Preferred Alternative Historic Sites Uses/Impacts 
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* The UMD historic district includes contributing and non-contributing elements. The acreage and percentage of Section 4(f) 


use are based on impacts to the contributing elements. 


Figure 1-39. Columbia Country Club 
Clubhouse 





and indirectly, to development of the Chevy Chase 
area. It is also locally significant under Criterion C 
for the landscape design of its golf course and the 
Spanish Revival-style design of its clubhouse. 
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The boundaries of the Columbia Country Club as a 
National Register-eligible property generally follow 
the Club’s existing property boundaries. The Club 
property is made up of two irregular parcels of land 
which are separated by the 100-foot-wide 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way. This 100-foot- 
wide right-of-way is the former Georgetown Branch 
of the B&O Railroad, which operated as a freight 
line from 1909 until 1985 between Silver Spring, 
Maryland and Georgetown, Washington DC. 


The Georgetown Branch predated the Columbia 
Country Club. The right-of-way was previously 
determined to be not eligible for the NRHP on April 
11, 2002. An interim trail is now located in a 
portion of the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, 
and a few of the Club’s greens and tees have 
encroached upon the county-owned right-of-way on 
both sides of the right-of-way. A chain link fence 
lines both sides of the Georgetown Branch Interim 
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Trail, creating a physical separation between the 
trail and the Columbia Country Club. 


The Columbia Country Club was determined to be 
eligible for the NRHP in 2002 under Section 106 
criteria A and C. The Columbia Country Club was 
re-evaluated in 2011 and remains eligible under the 
same criteria. As amended in 2012, the NRHP 
boundaries generally follow the current legal 
boundary, but have been expanded to include the 
portions of three golf holes located within the 
County-owned right-of-way. 


Use of Section 4(f) Property—De 
minimis Use 

The Locally Preferred Alternative, developed in 
2009 after completion of the AA/DEIS, located the 
Purple Line transitway and the Capital Crescent 
Trail entirely within the County-owned Georgetown 
Branch right-of-way. The LPA would have 
impacted the greens and tees that extend into the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way. The LPA would 
have required relocating those greens and tees. 


In refining the LPA to develop the Preferred Alter- 
native, and in response to Columbia Country Club 
concerns about impacts on views of the golf course 
from its clubhouse and about the need to relocate 
the greens and tees on the south side of the right-of- 
way, MTA agreed to shift the Preferred Alternative 
alignment slightly north. With the northward shift, 
the alignment of the transitway and trail will be 
within the northern portion of the county-owned 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way, with the north- 
erly retaining wall partially on Club property. The 
northerly shift preserves the holes and tees on the 
south side of the right-of-way as well as certain 
landscaping, including mature trees protecting the 
viewshed from the Clubhouse (Figure 1-40). 


The Club prefers the northward shift, even though it 
is located partially on Columbia Country Club 
property, because it causes less impact to views 
from the clubhouse and it reduces impacts to the 
greens and tees on the south side of the right-of- 
way. In particular, existing landscaping including 
mature trees are preserved. 


Under the Preferred Alternative, existing golf 
course amenities and landscaping on the north side 
within the Georgetown Branch right-of-way will be 
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removed. The substantial difference in elevation 
between the transitway and the golf course 
necessitates the use of retaining walls on the north 
and south sides of the transitway. MTA, in 
consultation with the Columbia Country Club, 
developed a terraced retaining wall design on the 
north side featuring large planting areas for 
landscape and vegetative screening materials. MTA 
will provide a solid parapet noise panel 
approximately four feet in height along both sides 
of the transitway where it passes the Columbia 
Country Club property. Approximately eleven 
overhead contact wire poles will be placed along 
the transitway where it passes the Columbia 
Country Club property. 


As part of the Preferred Alternative, MTA will 
reconstruct and lengthen the cart underpasses under 
the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. Golf course 
features within the existing Georgetown Branch 
right-of-way will be relocated by the Columbia 
Country Club prior to the start of project 
construction. No stations or other large-scale, 
above-ground elements will be placed within the 
boundary of the Columbia Country Club or within 
the Georgetown Branch right-of-way at the 
Columbia Country Club frontage. 


Through its coordination with the Columbia 
Country Club and in response to their concerns that 
the Preferred Alternative construction period be as 
short as possible within the Columbia Country Club 
property and along the Georgetown Branch trail, 
MTA developed a construction plan with a work 
area footprint large enough to allow multiple 
activities to occur simultaneously using larger 
equipment. This work area will comprise approxi- 
mately 2.29 acres along the north side of the 
Georgetown Branch trail. The work area will 
include a temporary access road at the foot of the 
retaining wall in order to provide an efficient 
construction operation. The underpasses and land- 
scape terrace work areas will also be accessed from 
this construction staging area. MTA will develop 
and implement a Construction Work Plan 
specifying a temporary access road and work area. 
Upon project completion, MTA will restore the 
temporary access road area. In terms of 

Section 4(f), the Preferred Alternative will 
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permanently use 0.55 acre and temporarily use 2.29 
acres of the Columbia Country Club. 


The Preferred Alternative will not alter the 
Columbia Country Club’s historic integrity related 
to location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, 
feeling, and association. The overhead wire system 
will not visually affect the property’s setting, 
feeling, and association, and the view from the 
club house will not be adversely affected. As a 
result of Section 106 consultation and with input 
from the Maryland Historical Trust and the other 
consulting parties, FTA has determined that the 
Preferred Alternative will have no adverse effect on 
the historic Columbia Country Club. On November 
6, 2013, MHT issued no objection to FTA’s no 
adverse effect determination for the Columbia 
Country Club (Record of Decision Attachment E). 
In addition, FTA, NPS, MTA and the MHT signed 
a 
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Figure 1-40. Columbia Country Club 
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Section 106 Programmatic Agreement, which states 
FTA’s determination of no adverse effect on the 
Columbia Country Club. The Programmatic 
Agreement outlines commitments and mitigation 
concerning the Columbia Country Club (Record of 
Decision Attachment B). MTA will implement the 
project in accordance with the executed Section 106 
Programmatic Agreement. 


As MHT concurred with FTA’s Section 106 no 
adverse effect determination in the Programmatic 
Agreement, FTA has made a de minimis use 
determination under Section 4(f). The permanent 
and temporary uses by the Preferred Alternative 
will not affect the historic viewshed of the 
Clubhouse or the overall design and features of the 
golf course that qualify the Columbia Country Club 
for Section 4(f) protection. 


Rock Creek Park Montgomery 
County Survey Area (M: 36-87) 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

Rock Creek Park Montgomery County Survey Area 
is a portion of historic Rock Creek, a linear corridor 
approximately 3,960 acres in size, extending from 
Olney-Laytonsville Road (MD 108) in Montgomery 
County to the Washington DC boundary. The Rock 
Creek Park Montgomery County Survey Area 
encompasses an area of 500 feet on either side of 
the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail. Park 
amenities in the survey area include the Rock Creek 
National Recreational Trail, the creek, and an 
athletic field. The park is owned and maintained by 
M-NCPPC-—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks, funded in part by Maryland Program Open 
Space funds; MHT is the official with jurisdiction 
in this Section 4(f) Evaluation. 


Use of Section 4(f) Property 

The Preferred Alternative will be aligned 
completely within the Georgetown Branch right-of- 
way through Rock Creek Park Montgomery County 
Survey Area (Figure 1-41). MTA will remove the 
existing bridge that currently carries the 
Georgetown Branch Interim Trail over Rock Creek 
and the Rock Creek National Recreational Trail. 
MTA, working in consultation with M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks and the 
NCPC, the latter having jurisdiction under the 
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Capper-Cramton Act, proposes to build two new 
bridges in the same area for the Purple Line project, 
one for the transitway and one for the Capital 
Crescent Trail. 


Memoranda of MTA meetings with M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks and 
NCPC are provided in FEIS Appendix I and ROD 
Attachment E. 


Temporary Occupancy Exception 
Temporary work areas will be located within the 
County-owned right-of-way. During construction of 
the bridges, the portion of the Rock Creek National 
Recreational Trail in the immediate vicinity of the 
bridges will be temporarily detoured for short 
periods of time. When trail detours occur, the 
detour route will begin to the north of the project 
area and use Susanna Lane to Jones Mill Road, 
south to East-West Highway, then east to 
Meadowbrook Lane, where the Rock Creek 
National Recreational Trail will be accessed to the 
south of the project area. 


The Preferred Alternative will improve connections 
to the Rock Creek National Recreational Trail as 
the Capital Crescent Trail bridge will lead to a ramp 
to the existing trail. Memoranda of MTA meetings 
with M-NCPPC—Montgomery County Department 
of Parks and NCPC are provided in FEIS Appendix 
I. Vegetation removal will be required within the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way for the 
construction of the transitway and trail structures. 
All tree removal will be completely within the 
Georgetown Branch right-of-way. MTA will 
develop design and landscaping plans in 
consultation with M-NCPPC. Retaining walls will 
be used to reduce impacts and maximize planting 
areas. 


The FEIS Chapter 4.0 assessment of effects 
indicates that the Preferred Alternative will not 
cause noise, vibration, or visual effects on the 
historic Rock Creek Park Montgomery County 
Survey Area. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative 
will not substantially impair the activities, features, 
or attributes—trail, creek, and athletic field—that 
qualify the property for protection under 

Section 4(f); no constructive use will occur. 
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The Preferred Alternative will not alter the Rock 
Creek Park Montgomery County Survey Area’s 
historic integrity related to location, design, setting, 
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. 
Although MTA will introduce new visual elements 
in the Georgetown Branch right-of-way, the 
Preferred Alternative will not visually affect the 
historic property’s setting, feeling, and 
association. 


As aresult of Section 106 consultation and with 
input from the Maryland Historical Trust and the 
other consulting parties, FTA has determined that 
the Preferred Alternative will have no adverse 
effect on the historic Rock Creek Park Montgomery 
County Survey Area. On November 6, 2013, MHT 
issued no objection to FTA’s finding of no adverse 
effect on the Rock Creek Park Montgomery County 
Survey Area (Record of Decision Attachment E). In 
addition, FTA, NPS, MTA, and MHT signed a 
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement, which states 
FTA’s determination of no adverse effect on the 
Rock Creek Park Montgomery County Survey Area 
(Record of Decision Attachment B). 


FTA has made a temporary occupancy exception 
determination for the trail detour, as it satisfies the 
five criteria for temporary occupancy exception set 
forth in 23 CFR 774.13(d), as discussed in 

Section 1.1.1. Specifically, (1) the duration of the 
work is temporary, less than the overall project 
construction period and no change in property 
ownership will occur; (2) the work is confined to a 
small area of the property and will result in minimal 
changes to the property; (3) no permanent adverse 
impacts to the property and no interference with the 
protected activities, features or attributes of the 
property will occur; (4) the disturbed land will be 
fully restored to at least as good condition; and (5) 
the officials with jurisdiction have provided 
documented agreement to these findings. As such, 
the temporary construction easements do not 
constitute a use of historic Rock Creek Park 
Montgomery County Survey Area. Montgomery 
County concurred with FTA’s determination for 
Rock Creek Montgomery County Survey Area 
(Rock Creek Stream Valley Park) in a letter dated 
January 3, 2014 (Record of Decision 

Attachment E). 
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Baltimore-Washington Parkway 
(Gladys Noon Spellman 
Pkwy)/Riverdale Road Bridges 
(PG: 69-26). 


Section 4(f) Property Description 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway (MD 295) 

(PG: 69-26) was listed in the National Register of 
Historic Places in 1991 as part of the Parkways of 
the National Capital Region, 1913-1965 multiple 
property listing. The parkway is significant under 
Criterion A for its association with mid-twentieth 
century transportation planning in the Washington 
DC metropolitan area and under Criterion C for the 
design of its various components, including 
structures and landscape. 


The Baltimore-Washington Parkway (Gladys Noon 
Spellman Parkway) is a 32-mile divided highway 
that extends from the US 50/MD 201 interchange at 
the Washington DC border, north to I-95 in 
Baltimore. Built between 1950 and 1954 (period of 
significance) and opened in 1954, the parkway has 
a variable-width median and is bounded by a buffer 
of forest and cultivated vegetation. The parkway 
follows gently rolling terrain and has modest vistas. 
The median varies between 15 to 200 feet wide and 
the right-of-way ranges from 400 to 800 feet wide. 
The median vegetation ranges from mown grass to 
dense woodland. 


The Baltimore-Washington Parkway achieves state 
and local significance in the areas of transportation 
and landscape architecture. It exemplifies the last 
period of construction for this type of road and is 
the only fully developed parkway of its kind in 
Maryland. The enabling legislation justifies the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway as a major scenic 
artery within the park and parkway system of the 
nation’s capital; as a formal entrance to the city of 
Washington DC; as a defense and military route 
among suburban Federal installations and the city; 
and as a contributing element to the commercial and 
residential development of the Baltimore- 
Washington corridor. The parkway maintains 
original integrity of setting, design, and associations 
characteristic of the earliest parkways designed for 
pleasure motoring—the preservation of natural 
topography and vegetation for scenic purposes 
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coupled with “high-speed” elements of modern 
freeway design. 


Within the study area, two circa 1995 bridges 
(Riverdale Road bridges) each carry two lanes of 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway over six lanes of 
Riverdale Road. The original bridges over 
Riverdale Road were constructed between 1951 and 
1952 and carried two travel lanes over the two 
travel lanes of Riverdale Road, spanning 60 feet. 
While the bridges are sympathetic to the stylistic 
attributes of the larger parkway system, the bridges 
are not original to the park, were constructed 
outside the parkway’s period of significance, and 
were constructed using modern materials. As such, 
they do not have historic integrity of location, 
setting, design, feeling, and workmanship and are 
not contributing elements of the historic property. 


No historically significant contributing structures 

are located within the immediate project area. The 
land around the bridges consists of grassed slopes 
and forests of varying densities within the median 
and along the outer boundaries of the interchange 

over Riverdale Road. 


Use of Section 4(f) Property— 

De minimis Use 

As shown on Figure 1-42, the Preferred Alternative 
will be aligned directly south of and parallel to 
Riverdale Road (MD 410) in a dedicated 
transitway. As the existing parkway bridges over 
Riverdale Road are insufficiently long to span 
Riverdale Road and the new transitway, MTA will 
replace the existing non-historic Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway bridges with longer bridge 
spans. In coordination with the NPS—National 
Capital Parks East, two temporary bridges, one in 
each direction, will be constructed on the outside of 
the existing Parkway to maintain two lanes of 
traffic in each direction. The roadway approaches to 
the bridges will be temporarily shifted to align with 
the temporary bridges. 


MTA will permanently use 0.54 acres and 
temporarily use 6.61 acres of land within the 
historic boundaries of the parkway to install the 
temporary bridges, realign the parkway approaches 
to the temporary bridges, construct the new bridges, 
and construct the transitway. The work areas are 
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primarily grassy with scattered trees or paved 
roadways. During construction, full access to the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway from Riverdale 
Road will be maintained. MTA will restore 
temporarily used property after construction. 


The alignment of the Preferred Alternative along 
the southern side of Riverdale Road will require 
permanent use of approximately 0.54 acre of pro- 
perty from the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 
MTA has coordinated closely with the NPS during 
refinement of the Preferred Alternative, including 
the application of strategies to minimize harm to the 
parkway. Section 1.5 summarizes MTA’s 
coordination activities; memoranda of MTA 
meetings with NPS are provided in FEIS Appendix 
I and ROD Attachment E. 


Prior to selecting the southern alignment of the 
transitway, MTA considered several alignment 
options that will not cause bridge impacts and 
replacement, and will minimize the amount of new 
right-of-way needed. Among these, single track 
options and mixed-traffic lanes on Riverdale Road 
proved to cause undesirable conflicts with traffic 
movements to and from the parkway ramps. In both 
cases, these options will share lanes on Riverdale 
Road, resulting in substantial traffic delays and 
queuing on Riverdale Road as well as on the 
parkway ramps. A tunnel option was determined to 
be infeasible due to the terrain, the bridge 
foundations, and community impacts. 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
Other strategies MTA has applied to minimize harm 
to the parkway include aligning the Preferred 
Alternative along the existing alignment of 
Riverdale Road at the parkway as opposed to a new 
alignment. MTA developed and evaluated numer- 
ous construction staging and maintenance of traffic 
concepts in consultation with the NPS. Ultimately, 
Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) Option 3 was 
developed and selected by MTA consultation with 
NPS National Capital Region (NCR) and National 
Capital Parks-East (NACE) at the June 22, 2012 
agency coordination meeting. MOT Option 3 will 
be implemented during construction and will avoid 
impcts to trees in the median. MPT Option 3 
includes construction of temporary bridges on the 


89 


Purple Line Record of Decision March 2014 


outside of the existing bridges, between the existing 
roadway and the ramps. The temporary bridges 
would maintain two lanes of traffic in each 
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direction during construction and would avoid the 
forest area and archeological site in the medeian of 
the parkway.MTA evaluated the traffic effects and 
determined that traffic will not back up onto the 
parkway ramps during project construction or 
operation. 


The permanent replacement bridge structures would 
have a similar arch design as the existing bridge 
structures. The new structures would be constructed 
on the same horizontal alignment as the existing 
parkway roadways and would be the same width 
(across the roadway) as the existing bridges. 


The bridges would include horizontal arched 
concrete shields above the transitway overhead 
wires (see Attachment B of Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway de minimis use concurrence letter, Record 
of Decision Attachment E). The purpose of the 
shields is to block views of the wires by visitors 
driving on the parkway. The design of these shields 
was developed in consultation with the NPS. The 
design of the shields would match the shape of the 
existing arch of the bridge structure, blending in 
visually as vehicles approach the bridges on 
Riverdale Road. In addition, the shields would not 
extend above the bridge railings so as to maintain 
views from the parkway to the adjacent landscape. 


MTA will attach catenary wires to the bridges as 
agreed upon during consultation with NPS at the 
June 22, 2012 meeting. Attaching the catenary 
wires to the bridge will reduce the number of 
catenary poles within the park. Final specifications 
for bridge design will be subject to review by the 
NPS. 


MTA will re-use the stone facade on bridge 
abutments to maintain the appearance of the 
abutments as practicable (Figure 1-43). The existing 
stone would be removed from the existing 
abutments, stored during construction to maintain 
the integrity, and be re-used to the extent 
practicable. If additional stone is required, it would 
come from the same source, if possible. MTA will 
identify new stone, if needed in consultation with 
the NPS to match the existing stone. 
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Figure 1-43. Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway Bridge Abutment 





MTA will develop landscape plans including tree 
and vegetation replacement (at agreed upon ratios 
in consultation with NPS) using native and 
approved species to mitigate the temporary and 
permanent removal of vegetation and trees. 
Landscape plans for areas within the park will be 
included in the project plans and specifications, and 
will be made available for review and approval by 
NPS at milestones in the project development 
process (i.e., 60% design and 90% design). 


MTA will conduct a survey prior to construction in 
all areas where vegetation will be disturbed to 
identify the presence of invasive species. A two 
year invasive species avoidance and removal 
program within the project limits will be developed, 
submitted to NPS for approval and implemented by 
MTA. 


The maintenance of traffic plan calls for temporary 
bridges and approach roadways to be constructed 
between the existing mainline roadway and bridges 
and the ramps between the parkway and Riverdale 
Road. Upon completion of construction, all 
temporary roadway, structures and construction 
materials will be removed and the ground will be 
returned to pre-construction grade using stockpiled 
materials from the site, or similar, to support 
vegetation. Any residual structures or pavements 
will be removed. The area will be stabilized and 
planted with appropriate species. The final 
landscape plan for the slope between the mainline 
roadway and ramps will be determined in 
consultation with the NPS. 
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Sensitive natural and built resources, including trees 
and archeological resources, would be identified 
and a buffer area will be established and marked in 
the design plans and in the field to protect the 
resources. MTA will also identify the sensitive 
resources on the project design plans, including the 
buffer area required for protection. NPS will be 
consulted and MTA will locate the resources and 
buffer in the field prior to construction activities. 
The NPS National Capital Region tree guidelines 
will be incorporated into project specifications, 
contract documents and the NPS Special Use 
Permit. 


Other minimization measures include: 

e MTA will design sidewalk improvements along 
Riverdale Road to meet ADA requirements. 

e MTA will not construct stormwater 
management facilities within the boundaries of 
the parkway. 

e During design reviews, MTA will provide NPS 
with plans for the material, colors and finishes 
for permanent traffic signals and roadway 
lighting poles and fixtures within the parkway. 
NPS will approve the plans prior to final 
design. 


A land exchange agreement will be executed 
between MTA and NPS to mitigate for the 
permanent use of approximately 0.6 acres of park 
land along Riverdale Road. The financial valuation 
and exchange of the permanent land will be 
determined through an approved appraisal process 
between NPS and MTA following all applicable 
Federal and State laws and practices. The general 
steps of the land exchange include the following: 

e The property being exchanged is identified by 
NPS. 

e NPS National Capital Region Lands Office 
contacts the U.S. Department of the Interior 
(DOI) Office of Valuation Services (OVS) and 
provides details of exchange. 

e OVS prepares Statement of Work (SOW) to be 
used by contract appraiser. 

e OVS provides SOW and a list of qualified and 
DOI-approved appraisers to MTA. 

e MTA hires appraiser from list. 

e Appraiser prepares appraisal based on DOI 
SOW. 


Attachment D—Final Section 4(f) Evaluation 


Purple Line Record of Decision 


e OVS reviews appraisal for conformance with 
SOW and applicable regulations. 

e Once appraisal is approved OVS informs NCR 
Lands of appraisal acceptance. 

e Proceed with transaction. 


To mitigate for temporary impacts, MTA will 
replace sections of metal guardrail that were 
previously installed along the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway. The guardrail was installed 
to address immediate safety concerns and does not 
meet the design aesthetic or guidelines of the NPS. 
Guardrail will be replaced with an approved FHWA 
Crash Tested longitudinal barrier system, such as 
the Stone Masonry Guardwall (TL-3) system which 
is an approved design for FHWA EFL roadways, 
including the NPS Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 
This can be found in the Design Elements 
Guidelines at http://www.efl.fhwa.dot.gov/ 
technology/abs.aspx. 


The exact location and limits of this work will be 
determined in consultation with the NPS and the 
MD SHPO and will be selected in areas that do not 
result in adverse effects to the park. 


To establish equitable compensation, the scope of 
the mitigation including the cost of design, 
overhead, fees, mitigation, construction, and other 
attributable items will be commensurate with the 
value of temporary use of NPS property by the 
Purple Line in accordance with all applicable 
Federal and State laws. To support this work, NPS 
will waive fees associated with construction permits 
and temporary lease agreements, design reviews, 
and other administrative or other fees that may be 
required for the mitigation. In addition, NPS will 
facilitate design review and approval including 
construction access and maintenance of traffic 
plans. 


Section 4(f) Determination 

FTA coordinated with MHT and the other consult- 
ing parties to complete Section 106 consultation; 
FTA has made a no adverse effect determination 
regarding the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 
Although the new bridges will slightly change 
the setting and design of the roadway, the 
Preferred Alternative will have no adverse effect on 
the historic Baltimore-Washington Parkway in 
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terms of Section 106. On November 6, 2013, MHT 
issued no objection to FTA’s determination of no 
adverse effect on the Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway (Record of Decision Attachment E). In 
addition, FTA, NPS, MTA and the MHT signed a 
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement, which states 
FTA’s determination of no adverse effect on the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway. The Programmatic 
Agreement outlines commitments and mitigation 
concerning the Baltimore-Washington Parkway 
(Record of Decision Attachment B). MTA will 
implement the project in accordance with the 
executed Section 106 Programmatic Agreement. 


As MHT concurred with FTA’s Section 106 no 
adverse effect determination in the Programmatic 
Agreement, FTA has made a de minimis use 
determination under Section 4(f). The permanent 
and temporary uses by MTA will not adversely 
affect the features, attributes or activities that 
qualify the Baltimore-Washington Parkway for 
Section 4(f) protection. NPS concurred with FTA’s 
determination for Baltimore-Washington Parkway 
in a letter dated March 18, 2014 (Record of 
Decision Attachment E). 


Sligo Creek Parkway (M: 32-15 and 
PG: 65-25) 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

Sligo Creek Parkway, located within Sligo Creek 
Stream Valley Park, is approximately five miles 
long with an average right-of-way width of 30 feet. 
The roadway commences at University Boulevard 
near Silver Spring in the north and winds 
southeastward to New Hampshire Avenue in 
Takoma Park. The parkway is significant under 
Criteria A and C as a roadway corridor that includes 
enhanced natural terrain and topography, existing 
and enhanced native vegetation, an articulated 
vegetative buffer, vistas, designed culverts, guard 
rails, and bridges, limited and well-distanced 
access, and roadside overlooks, parks, and parking 
areas. 


The parkway was a project conceived by planning 
officials and developers to complement the boom in 
the construction of the Washington DC suburbs 
during 1929. Within the park, the two-lane 
undivided roadway meanders along Sligo Creek 
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accessing numerous foot paths, bridges, picnic and 
playground areas and a golf course. The width of 
Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park generally buffers 
parkway road from adjacent development and 
provides a recreational driving experience. The 
parkway’s road-related features include stone 
retaining walls and bridges, metal foot bridges, 
reinforced timber guardrails and parking areas. 


Sligo Creek Parkway is significant as a component 
of the regional transportation routes and associated 
landscape and engineering features planned and 
constructed by the M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
in the years spanning the First and Second World 
Wars. 


Use of Section 4(f) Property— 

De minimis Use 

The Preferred Alternative will be located on Wayne 
Avenue across Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, 
crossing the Sligo Creek Parkway at grade at the 
Wayne Avenue intersection (Figure 1-44). The 
Preferred Alternative elements in the parkway 
vicinity include the transitway and overhead contact 
system. The current setting of the parkway/Wayne 
Avenue intersection includes the two roadways and 
the park, consisting of mature trees, shrubs and the 
creek. The bridge carrying Wayne Avenue over 
Sligo Creek, upon which the transitway will run, 
was reconstructed in 2004 and is not a contributing 
element to the parkway. The Wayne Avenue bridge 
in this location will be widened to accommodate the 
transitway. As part of the construction of the new 
Wayne Avenue bridge, the stream will be realigned 
for a short distance. 


In terms of Section 4(f), MTA will permanently use 
0.24 acre and temporarily use 1.91 acres of the 
Sligo Creek Parkway. 


FTA coordinated with MHT and the other 
consulting parties to complete Section 106 
consultation. FTA has made a no adverse effect 
determination regarding the Sligo Creek 
Parkway. On November 6, 2013, MHT issued no 
objection to FTA’s determination that the Preferred 
Alternative will have no adverse effect on Sligo 
Creek Parkway (Record of Decision Attachment E). 
In addition, FTA, NPS, MTA and the MHT signed 
a Section 106 Programmatic Agreement, which 
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states FTA’s determination of no adverse effect on 
the Sligo Creek Parkway. The Programmatic 
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Agreement outlines commitments and mitigation 
concerning the Sligo Creek Parkway (Record of 
Decision Attachment B). MTA will implement the 
project in accordance with the executed Section 106 
Programmatic Agreement. 


As MHT concurred with FTA’s Section 106 no 
adverse effect determination in the Programmatic 
Agreement, FTA has made a de minimis use 
determination under Section 4(f). The permanent 
and temporary uses by the Preferred Alternative 
will not adversely affect the features, attributes 
or activities—historic parkway—that qualify the 
Sligo Creek Parkway for Section 4(f) protection. 
M-NCPPC—Montgomery County concurred with 
FTA’s determination for Sligo Creek Parkway 
(Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park) in a letter dated 
December 17, 2013 (Record of Decision 
Attachment E). 


Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad 
(M: 37-16) 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

The Metropolitan Branch of the B&O Railroad 
extends from Union Station, Washington DC 
northwest to Point of Rocks, Frederick County, 
Maryland, where it connects with the principal line 
of the original B&O Railroad and becomes the 
primary rail route to Chicago and the west from the 


Washington-Baltimore area (Figure 1-45) 
Figure 1-45. B&O Railroad 


x ~ 








The Metropolitan Branch of the B&O Railroad was 
originally built between 1865 and 1873 and has 
been maintained and upgraded since construction, 
as it continues to serve as an active CSX, WMATA, 
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Amtrak and MARC transportation route. In the 
Purple Line FEIS, this corridor is referred to as the 
CSX right-of-way. The Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad, is historically significant for its 
association with the transportation industry, as well 
as agricultural and residential development of 
Montgomery County (Criterion A) and for its extant 
stations and engineering structures (Criterion C). 


Use of Section 4(f) Property— 
Permanent Use, Not De minimis 

The Preferred Alternative will be aligned on and 
along the existing Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad right-of-way from just south of Brookville 
Road to Colesville Road (Figure 1-46). While the 
width of the railroad right-of-way will remain 
unchanged, MTA will use a portion of the property 
for the Preferred Alternative and MTA will replace 
the existing Talbot Avenue Bridge, a contributing 
element to the historic railroad property. 


MTA will permanently use approximately 

2.10 acres of property within the Metropolitan 
Branch, B&O Railroad property for the Preferred 
Alternative, and will temporarily use approximately 
2.22 acres of the property during construction. The 
land area to be used is primarily ballast track bed 
with no aboveground railroad infrastructure. As the 
Preferred Alternative will intersect the southern 
abutment of the Talbot Avenue Bridge, MTA will 
remove the historic structure and build a new, 
longer bridge. The Talbot Avenue Bridge is the 
next property discussed in this section, which 
includes details regarding MTA’s use of the bridge. 
On the basis of these two actions, removing the 
historic structure and building a new, longer bridge, 
FTA has determined that the project will have an 
adverse effect on the Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad property. On November 6, MHT 
concurred that the Preferred Alternative will have 
an adverse effect on Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad (Record of Decision Attachment E). 


The trail will result in the permanent use of 
approximately 0.4 acre of property within the 
Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad historic 
property boundary. 
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Figure 1-46. 
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Since the FEIS, MTA removed the separate Capital 
Crescent Trail bridge that would have crossed 
Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad at Michigan 
Avenue. The trail will be aligned on the new Talbot 
Avenue bridge, which has been slightly realigned 
and widened. Elimination of the trail bridge does 
not change the adverse effect finding for the historic 
district, but does reduce the project LOD along the 
Metropolitan Branch. 


Avoidance Alternatives 

Two avoidance alternatives were considered 
involving a southerly shift of the transitway (“A’’) 
and tunneling (“C”’). Figure 1-47 shows these 
alternatives. The TSM alternative examined in the 
AA/DEIS was not considered in the analysis of 
avoidance alternatives as it compromises the project 
to a degree that it is unreasonable to proceed with 
the project in light of its stated purpose and need 
(23 CFR 774.17(3)(i)). 


Southerly Alignment Shift (“A”) 

MTA considered shifting the transitway south of 
Talbot Avenue and the bridge to avoid impacting 
the bridge. A southerly alignment would displace 
eight single family residences, the Rosemary Hills 
Elementary School Building and some of its 
recreational spaces. While a southern shift may be 
feasible, it is not prudent as it would cause severe 
social, economic, or environmental impacts 
involving impacts to residences, the school and its 
outdoor recreational areas, which are protected by 
Section 4(f) (23 CFR 774.17(3)(411)(A)). 


Tunnel Alternatives 

MTA considered two avoidance alternatives 
involving tunneling. In Tunnel Alternative “C,” the 
transitway will cross under the Metropolitan 
Branch, B&O Railroad property in a tunnel and 
emerge on the north side of the right-of-way. It 
would run parallel to the Metropolitan Branch, 
B&O Railroad property on the surface to Silver 
Spring Transit Center. 


In the second tunneling alternative, the “under 
Talbot Avenue Bridge” tunneling alternative, the 
transitway would be aligned under the Metropolitan 
Branch, B&O Railroad property in a tunnel, passing 
under the Talbot Avenue Bridge abutment and 
continuing to the Silver Spring Transit Center. To 
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avoid impacting the bridge, the tunnel would have 
to be deeper and longer than the tunnel considered 
in the AA/DEIS. 


For each tunnel alternative, business displacements 
would occur along the surface portion of the align- 
ments as each approaches the Silver Spring Transit 
Center, including a two-story professional office 
park and a large multistory (approximately 15 
floors) office building. Neither tunnel alternative is 
considered prudent as each involves multiple 
factors that while individually minor, cumulatively 
cause unique problems or impacts of extraordinary 
magnitude: existing development on both sides of 
the Metropolitan Branch corridor that substantially 
constrains access to the site during construction; 
severe social, economic, or environmental impacts 
due to the high number of property impacts; and 
additional construction, maintenance, or operational 
costs of an extraordinary magnitude due to the 
extraordinary construction cost (23 CFR 
774.17(3)(vi). 


No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative is an avoidance 
alternative considered in this Final Section 4(f) 
Evaluation. The No Build Alternative would cause 
no use of the historic property. However, the No 
Build Alternative does not achieve the project 
purpose and need. Therefore, while the No Build 
Alternative is feasible, it compromises the project to 
a degree that it is unreasonable to proceed with the 
project in light of its stated purpose and need (23 
CFR 774.17(3)(i)). 


Property-specific Least Overall Harm 
Analysis 

MTA applied the Section 4(f) criteria to determine 
the build alternative with the least overall harm to 
the Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad property. 


AA/DEIS Alternatives 

During development of the AA/DEIS alternatives, 
MTA proposed using the Metropolitan Branch, 
B&O Railroad property because it is an existing 
transportation right-of-way that traverses the Purple 
Line corridor, and the portion of the right-of-way in 
the corridor is in a similar orientation to that of the 
Purple Line. Using the property will enable the 
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Purple Line to operate faster and more reliably than 
on the existing roadway network, 
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thereby responding to the project purpose and need. 


The Low Investment BRT Alternative is the only 
build alternative that would not use the 
Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad property, as it 
would not be aligned along the Metropolitan 
Branch, B&O Railroad corridor. 


With the exception of the Low Investment BRT 
Alternative, each of the alternatives considered in 
the AA/DEIS would use the same portion of the 
Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad property as the 
Preferred Alternative. Each of the AA/DEIS 
alternatives would be aligned in the Metropolitan 
Branch, B&O Railroad property and would use the 
Metropolitan Branch property. Each of the 
alternatives would require two dedicated travel 
lanes, one in each direction. The amount of right-of- 
way needed would be the same among the 
alternatives, and the reasons for the alignment on 
the south side of the Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad property would be the same among the 
alternatives. 


The use of the Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad 
property would be the same for each AA/DEIS 
alternative, the ability of MTA to mitigate adverse 
impacts to the property, and the relative severity of 
the remaining harm to the property are the same (23 
CFR 774.3(c)(1)(i) and (ii)). Among the alter- 
natives, the Preferred Alternative strongly meets the 
project purpose and need (23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)(v)). 
The magnitude of adverse impacts to properties not 
protected by Section 4(f) is similar among the 
alternatives (23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)(vi)). For these 
reasons, the Preferred Alternative is the least overall 
harm alternative with regard to the Metropolitan 
Branch, B&O Railroad property. Section 1.4.3 
presents a corridor-wide least overall harm analysis 
that considers all Section 4(f) properties. 


All Possible Planning to Minimize Harm 
To minimize the effect of the Preferred Alternative 
on the Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad 
property, the Preferred Alternative would avoid 
physically impacting or altering the existing rail 
infrastructure and operations. In its alignment 
parallel to the existing railroad tracks, the Preferred 
Alternative would operate independently of existing 
operations. The presence of the Preferred 
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Alternative on the Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad property is not incompatible with existing 
rail transportation and does not take away from the 
significance of the corridor and its transportation 
use. As design advances, MTA is committed to 
working with CSX and other corridor operators to 
meet CSX railroad clearance and operating 
requirements. 


FTA and MTA completed Section 106 consultation 
and signed a Programmatic Agreement with MHT 
and other consulting parties regarding mitigation 
measures for the Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad property and Talbot Avenue Bridge 
(Record of Decision Attachment B). Specifically, 
MTA will complete recordation plans to document 
and photograph the Talbot Avenue Bridge, adhering 
to the guidelines set forth in “HABS/HAER 
Photographs: Specifications and Guidelines” (U.S. 
Department of the Interior, 2001); “HABS/HAER 
Standards” (U.S. Department of the Interior, 1990); 
“HABS Historical Reports” (U.S. Department of 
the Interior, October 2000); and “Historical 
American Engineering Record Guidelines for 
Historical Reports” (U.S. Department of the 
Interior, 2008, updated 2010).Details regarding the 
development and approval of recordation plans are 
outlined in the Programmatic Agreement (FTA 
ROD Attachment B). 


Section 1.4.3 presents a corridor-wide least overall 
harm analysis that considers all Section 4(f) 
properties. 
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Bridge No. M-85, Talbot Avenue 
Bridge (M: 36-30) 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

Bridge No. M-85, Talbot Avenue Bridge, is located 
on Talbot Avenue, west of Grace Church Road, 
north of Rosemary Hills Elementary School, and 
east of Lanier Drive in Silver Spring (Figure 1-48). 
The bridge crosses the CSX Metropolitan Branch 
right-of-way. The bridge is a three-span structure 
that was constructed in 1918. The superstructure 
consists of a steel plate through-girder in the center 
span, rolled girders in the end spans, timber floor 
beams and a timber plank deck. The substructure 
consists of two concrete abutments and two steel 
pier column bents on concrete foundations. The 
structure is 18 feet wide. The traffic safety features 
consist of timber curbs, timber railings and metal 
guardrail. The bridge retains its original structural 
elements with the exception of the timber decking 
and portions of the steel pier column bents. 


Figure 1-48. Talbot Avenue Bridge 





The existing structure has severe structural 
deficiencies which include inadequate load-carrying 
capacity and areas of section loss in the main load- 
carrying members. Load rating calculations for this 
structure indicate that legal vehicle loads in 
Maryland exceed the carrying capacity of the 
bridge, as it is currently posted for a 10,000 pound 
gross weight limit. 


A 2009 bridge inspection report indicates that the 
structure has a Bridge Sufficiency Rating of 27.2. 
The sufficiency rating is calculated using a formula 
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that evaluates four separate factors of the bridge: 
structural adequacy and safety, serviceability and 
functional obsolescence, essentiality for public use 
and special concerns. The result is a percentage 
value that is indicative of the bridge sufficiency to 
remain in service. A bridge’s sufficiency rating 
lower than 50.0 indicates that the bridge is 
structurally deficient, functionally obsolete, and a 
total replacement is warranted. In addition to this 
rating, sight distance issues are present in the 
vicinity of the structure. 


Talbot Avenue Bridge is individually eligible for 
listing in the NRHP and is a contributing element to 
the NRHP-eligible Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad. The bridge is eligible for the NRHP under 
Criterion C as a significant example of a metal 
girder bridge and is representative of the industrial 
modifications that occurred along the B&O Rail- 
road corridor in the first quarter of the twentieth 
century, particularly as they relate to technological 
improvements in both materials and structural 
technology. 


Use of Section 4(f) Property— 
Permanent Use, Not De minimis 

As currently designed, the Preferred Alternative 
transitway will be located on and along the south 
side of the Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad 
right-of-way from just south of Brookville Road to 
Colesville Road (Figure 1-49). The Preferred 
Alternative will intersect the south abutment of the 
Talbot Avenue Bridge and approach roadway. 


MTA will remove the bridge and construct a new, 
longer and wider bridge over the CSX railroad 
tracks at the same location (Figure 1-47). The new 
bridge will accommodate two lanes of traffic, as 
well as an ADA-compliant sidewalk. The new 
abutment locations will provide sufficient 
horizontal clearance to accommodate the Preferred 
Alternative. 


FTA has determined that the Preferred Alternative 
will have an adverse effect on the Talbot Avenue 
Bridge in terms of Section 106 as the bridge will no 
longer be eligible for the NRHP as an individual 
property when it is removed; all integrity of 
location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, 
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feeling, and association will be removed. On 
November 6, 2013, MHT concurred with FTA’s 
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adverse effect determination (Record of Decision 
Attachment E). In terms of Section 4(f), MTA will 
permanently use the Talbot Avenue Bridge, and the 
use will not be de minimis. 


Avoidance Alternatives 

It is not possible to shift the Preferred Alternative 
transitway within the Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad property to avoid the bridge abutment. As 
the CSX tracks and infrastructure are immediately 
north of the alignment, MTA must comply with 
CSX railroad clearance requirements, and Talbot 
Avenue is immediately to the south of the corridor. 


Due to the generally north-south orientation of the 
Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad corridor and 
the east-west orientation of the Preferred Alterna- 
tive alignment, it is not possible to avoid crossing 
the Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad corridor. 
During Purple Line project development leading up 
to the AA/DEIS, MTA examined the Metropolitan 
Branch, B&O Railroad and other transportation 
corridors in the project area as part of the process of 
determining Purple Line alignments for the 
AA/DEIS. In this process, MTA determined that the 
route of the Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad 
corridor would cause the least traffic and 
community impacts. Moreover, a new rail 
transportation use in the existing rail transportation 
corridor would be a consistent use. 


The Preferred Alternative alignment using 
Metropolitan Branch was determined by the 
configurations of the transitway alignments to the 
east and west of the Metropolitan Branch. Each 
AA/DEIS alternative alignment was determined by 
the same iterative planning process. As a result, the 
Preferred Alternative alignment must pass over, 
under, or around the Talbot Avenue Bridge. 


Southerly Alignment Shift and Tunnel 
Alternatives 

Alternatives A and C, considered as avoidance 
alternatives for the Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad property, were also considered for Talbot 
Avenue Bridge. Each is described above and shown 
in Figure 1-47. Alternatives A and C were 
dismissed as not feasible and prudent for the same 
reasons: severe social, economic, or environmental 
impacts as the southerly shift would have severe 
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residential and school impacts (23 CFR 
774.17(3)Gii)(A)); and tunneling is not feasible if it 
cannot be built as a matter of sound engineering 
judgment, it would have severe social, economic, or 
environmental impacts due to high property 
impacts, and it would result in additional 
construction, maintenance, or operational costs of 
an extraordinary magnitude (23 CFR 
774.17(3)Gii)(A), (4)(iv), and (3)(vi)). 


TSM Alternative 

The TSM alternative examined in the AA/DEIS 
was not considered prudent as it compromises the 
project to a degree that it is unreasonable to proceed 
with the project in light of its stated purpose and 
need (23 CFR 774.17(3)(i)). 


No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative is an avoidance alterna- 
tive considered in this Section 4(f) Evaluation. The 
No Build Alternative would cause no use of the 
historic property. However, the No Build Alterna- 
tive does not achieve the project purpose and need. 
Therefore, while the No Build Alternative is 
feasible, it is not prudent (23 CFR 774.17(3)(i)). 


Least Overall Harm Analysis 

MTA applied the Section 4(f) criteria to determine 
the build alternative with the least overall harm to 
the Talbot Avenue Bridge. In this analysis, the 
Preferred Alternative and each of the build 
alternatives in the AA/DEIS were evaluated. 


AA/DEIS Alternatives 

During development of the AA/DEIS alternatives, 
MTA proposed using the Metropolitan Branch, 
B&O Railroad property because it is an existing 
transportation right-of-way that traverses the Purple 
Line corridor, and the portion of the right-of-way in 
the corridor is in a similar orientation to that of the 
Purple Line. Using the property would enable the 
Purple Line to operate faster and more reliably than 
on the existing roadway network, thereby achieving 
the project purpose and need. 


The Low Investment BRT Alternative is the only 
build alternative that would not use the Talbot 
Avenue Bridge property, as it would not be aligned 
adjacent to the Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad 
corridor. With the exception of the Low Investment 
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BRT Alternative, each of the alternatives 
considered in the AA/DEIS would intersect Talbot 
Avenue Bridge in the same way as the Preferred 
Alternative. 


Each of the alternatives considered in the AA/DEIS 
that would be aligned in the Metropolitan Branch, 
B&O Railroad corridor would intersect the Talbot 
Avenue Bridge abutment. Each of the alternatives 
would require two dedicated travel lanes, one in 
each direction. The amount of right-of-way needed 
would be the same among the alternatives, and the 
reasons for the alignment on the south side of the 
Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad corridor would 
be the same among the alternatives. 


The use of the Talbot Avenue Bridge would be the 
same for each alternative; the ability of MTA to 
mitigate adverse impacts to the property and the 
relative severity of the remaining harm to the 
property are the same (23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)(i) and 
(11)). Among the alternatives, the Preferred 
Alternative strongly meets the project purpose and 
need (23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)(v)). The magnitude of 
adverse impacts to properties not protected by 
Section 4(f) is similar among the alternatives 

(23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)(vi)). For these reasons, and 
despite the Preferred Alternative being more costly 
than all but the High Investment LRT Alternative 
(23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)(vii)) as discussed in 

Section 1.4.3, the Preferred Alternative is the least 
overall harm alternative with regard to the Talbot 
Avenue Bridge. 


Section 1.4.3 presents a corridor-wide least overall 
harm analysis that considers all Section 4(f) 
properties. 


All Possible Planning to Minimize Harm 
In its completed Section 106 consultation with 
MHT, FTA and MTA signed a Programmatic 
Agreement identifying the mitigation strategies for 
the bridge (Record of Decision Attachment B). 
Specifically, MTA will complete recordation plans 
to document and photograph the Talbot Avenue 
Bridge, adhering to the guidelines set forth in 
“HABS/HAER Photographs: Specifications and 
Guidelines” (U.S. Department of the Interior, 
2001); “HABS/HAER Standards” (U.S. Department 
of the Interior, 1990); “HABS Historical Reports” 
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(U.S. Department of the Interior, October 2000); 
and “Historical American Engineering Record 
Guidelines for Historical Reports” (U.S. 
Department of the Interior, 2008, updated 
2010).Details regarding the development and 
approval of recordation plans are outlined in the 
signed Section 106 Programmatic Agreement 
(Record of Decision Attachment B). 


Falkland Apartments (M: 36-12) 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

The Falkland Apartments, known in the FEIS as the 
Falkland Chase Apartments, is a large, Colonial 
Revival-style garden apartment and townhouse 
community that occupies the northeast, southeast, 
and southwest quadrants of the intersection of East- 
West Highway, Colesville Road, and 16" Street in 
Silver Spring. Figure 1-50 shows a portion of the 
Colonial Revival architecture. The Falkland 
Apartments were developed in the 1930s by the 
Blair family on part of their former farm. The 
Falkland Apartments were determined eligible for 
listing in the NRHP as one of the first three projects 
funded by the Federal Housing Administration and 
as a model garden apartment complex, the first of 
its kind in Montgomery County (Criteria A). The 
apartment complex is also significant for its 
Colonial Revival design by Washington DC 
architect Louis Justement, which embodies classical 
design elements—building architecture and layout, 
and landscape—that evolved from the “garden city” 
movement (Criteria C). 


as 


Figure 1-50 Falkland Apartments 
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Use of Section 4(f) Property— 
Permanent Use, Not De minimis 

The Preferred Alternative will be aligned on the 
south side of and outside the NRHP-eligible 
Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad property, 
which is directly east of the Falkland Apartments 
(Figure 1-51). The Preferred Alternative is aligned 
on the Falkland Apartments property along the 
northeastern boundary of the property; MTA will 
permanently use approximately 0.52 acre of the 
historic property. The property to be used contains 
lawn, landscaping, internal roadways to the com- 
plex, and 12 apartment units in two buildings, all of 
which are contributing elements of the historic 
property. All elements within the limits of 
disturbance, including portions of the two 
apartment buildings, will be removed to implement 
the Preferred Alternative. Removing these elements 
will diminish the property’s design, setting, 
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. 
FTA has determined that the Preferred Alternative 
will have an adverse effect on the Falkland 
Apartments in terms of Section 106. On November 
6, 2013, MHT concurred with FTA’s determination 
that the Preferred Alternative will have an adverse 
effect on the Falkland Apartments (Record of 
Decision Attachment E). In terms of Section 4(f), 
the Preferred Alternative will result in a use that is 
not de minimis. 


Prior to publication of the FEIS, MTA refined the 
LOD based on review of the Falkland Apartment 
building plans. The refinement resulted in a slight 
increase in the LOD; however, the refinement does 
not change the Section 106 finding of adverse effect 
or the Section 4(f) use determination. This 
refinement was made prior to the publication of the 
FEIS and was included in the FEIS’s assessment of 
impacts and shown on the graphics in Chapter 6, 
Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation, but was not shown in 
the Environmental Resource Mapping in Volume II 
of the FEIS. 


As part of the construction of the Preferred 
Alternative, MTA’s work activities will require a 
temporary construction area approximately 

0.51 acre in size, within the historic boundary of the 
Falkland Apartments. 
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Avoidance Alternatives 

Two avoidance alternatives were assessed: 
transitway alignment on the north side of the 
Metropolitan Branch corridor (“B’”) and a tunnel 
alignment under the Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad corridor (“C”) (Figure 1-52). The TSM 
alternative examined in the AA/DEIS was not 
considered in the analysis of avoidance alternatives 
as it compromises the project to a degree that it is 
unreasonable to proceed with the project in light of 
its stated purpose and need (23 CFR 774.17(3)(i)). 


Alignment Shift—North Side of 
Metropolitan Branch (“B”) 

Alignment shift “B” would be a surface alignment 
along the south side of the Metropolitan Branch, 
B&O Railroad corridor until just west of the 
Falkland Apartments where the transitway would 
climb and cross over the Metropolitan Branch, 
B&O Railroad and continue east along but outside 
on the north side of the Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad corridor. As with tunnel alternative “C,” 
alternative “B” would displace a 2-story 
professional office park and a large multistory 
(approximately 15 floors) office building. While 
technically feasible, Alternative B is not prudent as 
it would have severe social, economic, or 
environmental impacts due to the high number of 
property impacts (23 CFR 774.17(3)(iii)(A)). 


Tunnel Alternative 

Tunnel alternative “C” was presented in the 
AA/DEIS and in the Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad discussion above. Tunnel alternative “C” 
is considered not prudent as it involves multiple 
factors that while individually minor, cumulatively 
cause unique problems or impacts of extraordinary 
magnitude: existing development on both sides of 
the Metropolitan Branch corridor that substantially 
constrains access to the site during construction; 
severe social, economic, or environmental impacts 
due to the high number of property impacts; and 
additional construction, maintenance, or operational 
costs of an extraordinary magnitude due to the 
extraordinary construction cost (23 CFR 
774.17(3)(vi). 
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Alignment Shift—South of Falkland 
Apartments 

A third avoidance alternative is a surface alignment 
that avoids the Falkland Apartments by turning 
south from the Metropolitan Branch and east 
around it. The track curves required for this shift are 
not consistent with the design criteria for the 
project. Further, looping around the complex would 
yield a circuitous route to the Silver Spring Transit 
Center, displacing numerous high rise apartment 
buildings and single family homes, severely 
reducing transit travel times and causing longer 
vehicular delays. Avoiding the Falkland Apartments 
by looping around the property is not prudent as it 
would cause severe social, economic, or environ- 
mental impacts (23 CFR 774.17(3)(iii)(A)). 


No Build Alternative 

The No Build Alternative is an avoidance 
alternative considered in this Section 4(f) 
Evaluation. The No Build Alternative would cause 
no use of the historic property. However, the No 
Build Alternative does not achieve the project 
purpose and need. Therefore, while the No Build 
Alternative is feasible, it compromises the project to 
a degree that it is unreasonable to proceed with the 
project in light of its stated purpose and need 

(23 CFR 774.17(3)(i)). 


Property-specific Least Overall Harm 
Analysis 

MTA applied the Section 4(f) criteria to determine 
the build alternative with the least overall harm to 
the Falkland Apartments. In this analysis, the 
Preferred Alternative and each of the build 
alternatives in the AA/DEIS were evaluated. 


AA/DEIS Alternatives 

During development of the AA/DEIS alternatives, 
MTA proposed using the Metropolitan Branch, 
B&O Railroad property because it is an existing 
transportation right-of-way that traverses the Purple 
Line corridor, and the portion of the right-of-way in 
the corridor is in a similar orientation to that of the 
Purple Line. Using the property will enable the 
Purple Line to operate faster and more reliably than 
on the existing roadway network, thereby achieving 
the project purpose and need. 


In the vicinity of the Falkland Apartments, the 
alignments of all AA/DEIS alternatives, except the 
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Low Investment BRT Alternative, are shifted south 
and outside of the Metropolitan Branch, B&O 
Railroad property because of the change in 
elevation and alignment requirements to cross the 
railroad property east of the Falkland Apartments as 
the Purple Line heads east toward the Silver Spring 
Transit Center. 


With the exception of the Low Investment BRT 
Alternative, each of the alternatives considered in 
the AA/DEIS would use the same portion of the 
Falkland Apartments property as the Preferred 
Alternative. 


The Low Investment BRT Alternative is the only 
build alternative that would not use the Falkland 
Apartments property, as it would not be aligned 
adjacent to the Metropolitan Branch corridor. 
Among the remaining alternatives, each would be 
aligned along the northeast property line adjacent to 
the Metropolitan Branch corridor. Each alternative 
would require two dedicated travel lanes, one in 
each direction. The amount of right-of-way needed 
would be the same among the remaining alterna- 
tives, and the reasons for the alignment on the south 
side of the Metropolitan Branch corridor would be 
the same among the remaining alternatives. 


The use of the Falkland Apartments would be the 
same for all but the Low Investment BRT Alter- 
native, and the ability of MTA to mitigate adverse 
impacts to the property among the remaining 
alternatives is the same (23 CFR 774.3(c)(1)(i) and 
(ii)). Among all alternatives, the Preferred Alterna- 
tive strongly meets the project purpose and need, 
whereas the Low Investment BRT Alternative is 
weak in meeting the purpose and need (23 CFR 
774.3(c)(1)(v)). The magnitude of adverse impacts 
to properties not protected by Section 4(f) is similar 
among all alternatives (23 CFR 774.17(3)(i) and 
(vi)). In view of these factors, particularly the 
importance of an alternative strongly achieving the 
project purpose and need, and despite the Preferred 
Alternative being more costly than all but the High 
Investment LRT Alternative (23 CFR 
774.3(c)(1)(vil)) as discussed in Section 1.4.3, the 
Preferred Alternative is the alternative with the least 
overall harm to the Falkland Apartments. 


Section 1.4.3 presents a corridor-wide least overall 
harm analysis that considers all Section 4(f) 
properties. 
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All Possible Planning to Minimize Harm 
During the AA/DEIS, the owner of the Falkland 
Apartments had plans to redevelop the portion of 
the property the Preferred Alternative will use. The 
property owner and MTA coordinated to reserve 
sufficient space for the Preferred Alternative 
corridor. The corridor location and dimensions were 
determined by MTA establishing a minimal 
transitway footprint and aligning the needed right- 
of-way at the property boundary. Since that time, 
the owner’s redevelopment plans have not gone 
forward. 


In response to this change, MTA further minimized 
its right-of-way needs by using retaining walls to 
limit its use of the property. By doing so, MTA was 
able to reduce the amount of building removal and 
residential displacements within the Falkland 
Apartments. 


In its Section 106 consultation with MHT and other 
consulting parties, FTA and MTA developed 
mitigation for the Falkland Apartments. 
Specifically, MTA will complete recordation plans 
to document and photograph the Falkland 
Apartments, adhering to the guidelines set forth in 
“HABS/HAER Photographs: Specifications and 
Guidelines” (U.S. Department of the Interior, 
2001); “HABS/HAER Standards” (U.S. Department 
of the Interior, 1990); “HABS Historical Reports” 
(U.S. Department of the Interior, October 2000); 
and “Historical American Engineering Record 
Guidelines for Historical Reports” (U.S. 
Department of the Interior, 2008, updated 2010). 
Details regarding the development and approval of 
recordation plans are outlined in the signed 

Section 106 Programmatic Agreement (Record of 
Decision Attachment B). 


University of Maryland Historic 
District, College Park (PG: 66-35) 
and Rossborough Inn (PG: 66-22) 


Section 4(f) Property Description 

The College Park campus of the University of 
Maryland is situated on 1,250 acres and serves as 
the flagship institution of the state’s university 
system (Figure 1-53). The University of Maryland 
began as the Maryland Agricultural College, 
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established in 1856 by Charles Benedict Calvert 
and eighteen other wealthy planters. The new 
institution was created to modernize agricultural 
practices and enable local farmers to increase 
productivity. The University of Maryland College 
Park’s historic campus extends from Metzerott 
Road and Paint Branch Parkway on the north, 
Adelphi Road on the west, Rhode Island Avenue on 
the east, and Knox Road on the south. The historic 
core of the campus is 188.3 acres in size and 
encompasses a considerably smaller area than the 
University as a whole. The historic core is centered 
on McKeldin Mall, a large green space which 
extends from the Main Administration Building on 
the east to McKeldin Library on the west. Other 
buildings in the historic core are largely organized 
around smaller plazas and quadrangles, such as 
Hornbake Plaza on the north side of Campus Drive 
and the Grassy Bowl east of Anne Arundel Hall. 
The University of Maryland, College Park Historic 
District extends to Stadium Drive and Field House 
Drive to the north, Greenhouse Road and 
Leondardtown Hall to the east, Lehigh Road to the 
south, and Campus Drive to the west. 


The historic core of the campus is eligible for 
listing in the National Register as a historic district 
under NRHP Criterion A for its role in the 
development of education and agriculture in 
Maryland and Criterion C for its concentration of 
Georgian Revival collegiate buildings. The period 
of significance begins in 1856 with the charter of 
the university and extends through 1961, at the end 
of a period of post-World War II expansion. 


The Federal-style Rossborough Inn, constructed 
circa 1803 by Richard Ross, was included in the 
land sold by the Calvert family to Maryland 
Agricultural College. The structure, the oldest on 
campus, has been enlarged and expanded, assuming 
its present appearance in the 1930s. Under 
University ownership, the Rossborough Inn has 
served various uses including a restaurant, an 
agricultural experiment station and a faculty and 
alumni club, and presently serves as the Office of 
Undergraduate Admissions. The Rossborough Inn 
is eligible for the National Register and is a 
contributing property within the University of 
Maryland Historic District. 
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Section 4(f) Evaluation 


Use of Section 4(f) Property— 

De minimis Use 

Early on in the Purple Line planning process, MTA 
identified the University of Maryland campus as an 
essential transit service hub; the campus is one of 
the activity centers identified in the project purpose 
and need. The Preferred Alternative will enter the 
campus across from Rossborough Lane, turning 
north and west to align with Campus Drive 
(Figure 1-53). From its point of entry at the east 
to just west of the Campus Drive/Presidential 
Drive intersection, the Preferred Alternative is 
within the historic district. Two stations will be 
provided on campus: Campus Center station in 
the center of the campus and East Campus station 
along Rossborough Lane. 


The transitway will run primarily within existing 
roadways within the western two-thirds of the 
district, including Campus Drive (Figure 1-54) and 
Union Drive. These roadways have been upgraded 
during the late 20th century, including new 
sidewalks, street furniture, modern lighting, bus 
pull outs, and planting and landscaping. The new 
elements of the transitway, including embedded 
track, an overhead contact system, and the transit 
vehicles, will be new visual elements. However, in 
the context of the modern street lights, signage, bus 
shelters and other elements, the visual change will 
be minimal. 





120 


Figure 1-54. Campus Drive, University of Maryland 
ar a rr | y 


March 2014 


Campus Center station will be toward the east end 
of the district on Campus Drive near the Cole 
Student Activities Building. The station will have 
side configuration and will generally occupy the 
existing Campus Drive footprint, with minor 
widening, to the east of the Cole Student Activities 
Building. At this location, Campus Drive has two 
travel lanes for through traffic, as well as a parking 
lane on the south side, a bus pull-out on the north 
side of the road, and modern bus shelters on the 
north side of Campus Drive. All of the contributing 
buildings in this vicinity are set well back from the 
road. Given the existing transportation features of 
Campus Drive and the minimal elements of the 
station, Campus Center station will not diminish the 
characteristics that make the district or its 
contributing elements eligible for the National 
Register of Historic Places. Campus Center station 
was determined by FTA to have no adverse effect 
on the contributing elements of the district, the 
historic district as a whole, or the Rossborough Inn. 


East Campus station will be built along 
Rossborough Lane, east of US 1. The station plat- 
form and shelters will be outside the transitway 
lanes on the sidewalk. Currently Rossborough Lane 
in this location has three travel lanes, a concrete 
sidewalk along the north side of the road, a narrow 
concrete island walkway, and a parking lot along 
the 
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south side of the road. Given the existing trans- 
portation features of Rossborough Lane 

(Figure 1-53) and its surroundings, as well as the 
minimal elements of the station, East Campus 
station will not diminish the characteristics that 
make the district or its contributing elements 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. 
East Campus station will have no adverse effect on 
the elements of the district or the historic district as 
a whole. 


In its ongoing coordination with the University, 
MTA has developed a number of strategies to 
integrate the Preferred Alternative into the campus 
and minimize harm to the historic district. Foremost 
among these strategies is placement of the 
alignment primarily through areas that are non- 
contributing elements, specifically Rossborough 
Lane and Campus Drive. These elements contain 
contemporary features that have been modified in 
the years since the period of significance. By 
placing the transitway and stations in these areas, 
MTA has minimized the effect of the Preferred 
Alternative on the historic district. Use of Campus 
Drive is viewed by the University and MTA as an 
appropriate location given the current use of the 
corridor by bus transit and public traffic. The many 
bus pull-outs, street signage, overhead wires, and 
other contemporary elements provide a context that 
will enable the Purple Line overhead contact wire 
system and track to coexist without having an 
adverse effect on the historic district. 


As currently designed, the Preferred Alternative 
will impact and thereby use approximately 80 
feet of an existing brick wall in the vicinity of the 
Rossborough Inn (involving temporary 
occupancy of 0.01 acre of land during 
construction) to achieve the turn of the transitway 
at the US | crossing. Although considered a 
contributing element, the wall has been altered 
since the district’s period of significance. 


The Preferred Alternative will result in the removal 
of the modern traffic circle at Regents Drive before 
traversing a small portion of lawn to the north of the 
Mitchell Building, and then continuing eastward, 
crossing a portion of an existing parking lot 
adjacent to Reckford Armory, connecting to and 
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following Rossborough Lane between Turner Hall 
and Rossborough Inn to US 1. The transitway will 
cross US 1 along Rossborough Lane between 
Ritchie Coliseum and the University of Maryland 
Service Building, both of which are contributing 
buildings, as well as large modern parking lots. The 
transitway will connect to Paint Branch Parkway 
directly east of the Plant Operations and 
Maintenance Shops building. 


Commitments and Mitigation Measures 
MTA will assess the compatibility of the project 
design with the historic, architectural and scenic 
qualities of the University of Maryland Historic 
District, College Park historic district in terms of 
scale, massing, color and materials, as well as 
responsiveness to the recommended approaches to 
new construction set forth in the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties (36 CFR Part 68). 


MTA will consult with MHT, the University of 
Maryland and other consulting parties that have an 
interest regarding the location and design of 
catenary poles and light fixtures; the location and 
design of station facilities; and the roadway, 
sidewalk and bike path materials. MTA will utilize 
context sensitive design practices to select materials 
that are consistent with existing materials and 
enhance the aesthetic and historic qualities of the 
campus. MTA will identify the historic resources 
and establish and mark a buffer area in the design 
drawings and in the field to protect the resources. 
MTA will submit the design drawings to MHT, the 
University of Maryland and other consulting parties 
that have an interest in this property, for review and 
comment. 


MTA will develop a landscape plan in consultation 
with MHT, the University of Maryland and other 
consulting parties that have an interest in this 
property. The Landscape Plan will be developed as 
a measure to minimize the visual impact of the 
Undertaking on the historic district. The portion of 
the brick wall that is impacted will be re-built using 
the same general placement, curve and materials as 
the existing wall. Where reasonable, measures will 
be taken to minimize views of the catenary poles 
and wires, and reduce the visual intrusion of the 
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Undertaking through fields and open space. The 
design of catenary poles, roadways and pedestrian 
pathways will be designed in such a fashion that 
trees and other vegetation can be utilized to the 
maximum extent possible. The Landscape Plan will 
specify the location, type and size of plant 
materials. MTA will submit the plans to MHT, the 
University of Maryland and other consulting parties 
that have an interest, for review and comment. 
MTA will implement the project in accordance with 
the executed Section 106 Programmatic Agreement. 


Section 4(f) Determination 

In terms of Section 4(f), MTA will permanently use 
approximately 80 feet of a contributing brick wall 
near US 1 and temporarily use approximately 0.01 
acre of contributing land around the wall within the 
188.3 acre University of Maryland, College Park 
Historic District, or less than one percent of historic 
district property. The Preferred alternative would 
use approximately 14.19 acres of non-contributing 
property—primarily portions of existing roadways, 
lawns and parking lots—within the District that are 
not significant landscape components. 


As the Preferred Alternative has been integrated 
into the campus and aligned primarily on existing 
roadways and other non-contributing elements, the 
transitway will not diminish the characteristics that 
make the district or its contributing elements 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places; 
it will have no adverse effect on the district. FTA 
coordinated with MHT and the other consulting 
parties to complete Section 106 consultation. 


FTA has made a no adverse effect determination 
regarding the University of Maryland Historic 
District, College Park. On November 6, 2013, 
MHT issued no objection to FTA’s no adverse 
effect determination for the University of Maryland 
Historic District, College Park (Record of Decision 
Attachment E). In addition, FTA, NPS, MTA and 
the MHT signed a Section 106 Programmatic 
Agreement, which states FTA’s determination of no 
adverse effect on the University of Maryland. The 
Programmatic Agreement outlines commitments 
and mitigation concerning the University of 
Maryland (Record of Decision Attachment B). 
MTA will implement the project in accordance with 
the executed Section 106 Programmatic Agreement. 
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As MHT concurred with FTA’s Section 106 no 
adverse effect determination in the Programmatic 
Agreement, FTA made a de minimis use 
determination under Section 4(f). The permanent 
and temporary uses by the Preferred Alternative 
will not adversely affect the features, attributes 
or activities—historic parkway—that qualify the 
University of Maryland Historic District, College 
Park for Section 4(f) protection. 


1.4.3 Corridor-wide Least Overall 
Harm Analysis 


FTA’s corridor-wide least overall harm assessment 
examined the build alternatives evaluated in the 
AA/DEIS, as well as the Preferred Alternative, 
including design efforts to minimize and mitigate 
impacts, to identify the alternative having the least 
overall harm to Section 4(f) properties. The 
constraints in the corridor—traffic congestion, lack 
of opportunity to increase roadway capacity, 
topography of steep stream valleys, and existing 
heavy rail corridors, which constrain the physical 
environment—limit the solutions to address the 
project needs to these alternatives. 


In accordance with 23 CFR 774.3(c)(1), FTA 
applied the seven least overall harm factors listed in 
Section 1.1.2. The results of the assessment are 
presented in Table 1-9, summarized below by 
factor, and followed by an interpretive discussion. 


Factor i—Impact Mitigation 

The AA/DEIS alternatives and the Preferred 
Alternative would, in large part, have the same 
transitway alignment in the corridor. In assessing 
the alternatives, MTA considered design 
refinements, such as alignment shifts, to reduce 
impacts to Section 4(f) properties. The Preferred 
Alternative was refined using this iterative process. 
MTA would have the same ability to refine the 
alternatives considered in the AA/DEIS that use the 
same alignment. 


The adverse impacts of each alternative on 

Section 4(f) properties would be similar with some 
exceptions; and MTA’s design assumptions and 
refinements to the Preferred Alternative would 
apply equally to the other alternatives. Specifically, 
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MTA would have the same ability to mitigate 
impacts among the alternatives as it has committed 
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Table 1-9. Least Harm Analysis Factors 





Section 4(f) Least Overall Harm Criteria (23 CFR 774.3(C)(1) 


an} ek=Xeus Remaining Property Purpose 
Alternatives Mitigation Severity Syofaliilere Larexsy Officials’ Views* and Need aa} eye tert IVENeraritte(—he 




















Preferred Equal ability to | 1 high Equal MTA developed Strongest | Right-of-way acquisition 2.2 
Alternative mitigate 4 significance | minimization and moderate 

moderate mitigation measures 

9 low with Officials 
High Investment Equal ability to | 1 high Equal Same as Preferred Strongest / Same as Preferred 2.5 
LRT mitigate 4 significance | Alternative Alternative 

moderate 

9 low 
Medium Equal ability to | 1 high Equal Same as Preferred Strong Same as Preferred 1.9 
Investment LRT mitigate 3 significance | Alternative Alternative 

moderate 

9 low 
Low Investment Equal ability to | 1high Equal Same as Preferred Moderate | Same as Preferred 1.8 
LRT mitigate 3 significance | Alternative Alternative 

moderate 

9 low 
High Investment Equal ability to | 1 high Equal Same as Preferred Strong Same as Preferred 1.8 
BRT mitigate 4 significance | Alternative Alternative; limited 

moderate capacity of BRT; 

9 low operational problems 
Medium Equal ability to | 1 high Equal Same as Preferred Moderate | Same as Preferred 1.0 
Investment BRT mitigate 4 significance | Alternative Alternative; limited 

moderate capacity of BRT; 

9 low operational problems 
Low Investment Equal ability to | 1 high Equal Same as Preferred Weak Same as Preferred 0.7 
BRT mitigate 2 significance _ | Alternative; one less Alternative; limited 

moderate property capacity of BRT; 

8 low operational problems 























‘The ability to mitigate adverse impacts to each Section 4(f) property (including any measures that result in benefits to the property) 
The relative severity of the remaining harm, after mitigation, to the protected activities, attributes, or features that qualify each Section 4(f) property for protection 
3 The relative significance of each Section 4(f) property 
“The views of the official(s) with jurisdiction over each Section 4(f) property 
° The degree to which each alternative meets the purpose and need for the project 
After reasonable mitigation, the magnitude of any adverse impacts to properties not protected by Section 4(f) 
’ Substantial differences in capital costs among the alternatives ($ billions, AA/DEIS estimates adjusted to 2012 dollars) 
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for the Preferred Alternative. The Low Investment 
BRT Alternative would avoid the use of two 
properties, Falkland Apartments and the Columbia 
Country Club, from which the other alternatives 
would use a portion. 


Factor ti—Relative Severity of 
Remaining Harm 

Considering the relative severity of remaining harm 
to Section 4(f) properties, MTA assigned a severity 
rating to each property, with “high” being removal 
of the entire property, “moderate” being partial use 
of the property that does not qualify for a 

de minimis use determination, “low” being a partial 
use of the property for which a de minimis use 
determination was made by FTA, and “no use” 
being avoidance of the property. Among the 
alternatives, MTA’s design assumptions and 
refinements to the Preferred Alternative would 
apply equally to the other alternatives. 


Remaining Severity of Harm Ratings 
e High 
= Talbot Avenue Bridge 


e Moderate 
" Metropolitan Branch, B&O Railroad 


" Glenridge Community Park 
" Falkland Apartments 
= Long Branch Local Park 


e Low 
* Columbia Country Club 


" Long Branch Stream Valley Park 


" Northwest Branch Valley/Northwest 
Branch Trail 


« Anacostia River Stream Valley 
Park/Northeast Branch Trail 


= Baltimore-Washington Parkway 


" Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park/Sligo 
Creek National Recreation Trail 


= New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood 
Park 


" Sligo Creek Parkway 
= University of Maryland Historic District 


Attachment D—Final Section 4(f) Evaluation 


Purple Line Record of Decision 


e NoUse 
=» Elm Street Urban Park 


"Rock Creek Stream Valley Park/Rock 
Creek National Recreation Trail 


" West Lanham Hills Neighborhood 
Recreation Center 


" Baltimore-Washington Parkway (Low and 
Medium Investment LRT and Low 
Investment BRT Alternatives) 


" Falkland Apartments (Low Investment 
BRT Alternative only) 


# Columbia Country Club (Low Investment 
BRT Alternative only) 


MTA’s use of each Section 4(f) property and the 
mitigation it would apply to offset those uses would 
be the same among all but three alternatives. As a 
result, the severity of the remaining harm to each 
Section 4(f) property would be the same. The 
exceptions are the Low and Medium Investment 
LRT and Low Investment BRT alternatives, which 
would not use part of the Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway. In addition, the Low Investment BRT 
alternative would not use the Columbia Country 
Club or Falkland Apartments property. 


Factor tii—Property Significance 
MTA considered each Section 4(f) property to be 
equally significant in this evaluation. 


Factor iv—Officials’ Views 

The officials with jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
properties have provided views regarding the 
Preferred Alternative. Other than the no use 
determination for the Falkland Apartments in the 
Low Investment BRT Alternative, MTA expects 
that officials’ views on the alternative would be the 
same, given that MTA’s design assumptions about 
and refinements to the Preferred Alternative could 
apply equally to this alternative and the impacts of 
the alternative would be the same. 


MTA is in the process of developing county-wide 
mitigation plans specific to Montgomery and Prince 
George’s County parks. The plans will capture 
MTA’s negotiated mitigation for impacts to 
parkland including: (1) selective tree clearing and 
identification of specimen or champion trees, where 
applicable; (2) marking trees to be preserved with 
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protective fencing to avoid impacts or removal 
during construction; (3) replanting and restoration 
within cleared areas where reasonable; (4) replacing 
guardrails, signs, and other existing structures 
associated with parks that are removed during 
construction with new structures, where 
appropriate; (5) matching new structures with 
existing elements throughout each respective park; 
(6) replacing impacted parkland in one location; 
and (7) providing landscaping adjacent to the 
Preferred Alternative alignment, where appropriate. 


Factor v—Purpose and Need 

The degree to which each alternative meets the 
project purpose and need is a distinguishing factor 
in this evaluation. Each alternative would achieve 
the project purpose and need by providing faster, 
more direct and more reliable east-west transit 
service connecting major activity centers in the 
Purple Line corridor. Each would provide better 
connections to Metrorail services in the corridor, 
and improve connectivity to the communities 
between Metrorail lines. 


However, the effectiveness of performance among 
the alternatives differs; these differences correlate 
in large part with the amount of dedicated travel 
lanes and structures each alternative would use for 
unconstrained travel. The Preferred Alternative and 
High Investment LRT Alternative are strongest in 
achieving the purpose and need. These alternatives 
include the most linear feet of dedicated travel 
lanes, tunnels and structures, thereby providing the 
fastest and most reliable end-to-end travel time as 
reported in the AA/DEIS (63 and 50 minutes, 
respectively). Strong performers, the Medium and 
Low Investment LRT, and High and Medium 
Investment BRT Alternatives, have less linear feet 
of dedicated lanes, tunnels and structures, and more 
shared lanes. As a result, they perform slightly 
slower and relatively less reliably compared with 
the strongest performers. End-to-end travel times 
would be 59 to 73 minutes, as reported in the 
AA/DEIS. The Low Investment BRT Alternative is 
a weak performer, as it would use mixed-use lanes 
and accrue the longest travel time of all the 
alternatives considered (96 minutes). 
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A compounding factor to overall performance is the 
capacity of the transit service, which is the number 
of patrons the alternatives can accommodate 
compared to the ridership forecast for the Purple 
Line. As described in Chapter 2.0 of the FEIS, the 
Preferred Alternative has high passenger capacity 
and the ability to accommodate projected future 
growth in ridership. In the AA/DEIS, the Medium 
Investment LRT Alternative had the second highest 
ridership, new transit trips and improved travel 
times as compared to the other alternatives. The 
High Investment LRT Alternative was designed to 
be even faster, and therefore had a nine percent 
higher ridership. 


The High Investment BRT Alternative would have 
lower ridership than the Medium Investment LRT 
Alternative. The BRT alternatives would have 
limited capacity to handle increased ridership in the 
future. Since the carrying capacity of a BRT vehicle 
is much less than a two-car train, reducing 
headways by adding more BRT vehicles to the 
service would have caused operational problems 
including queuing of buses at major intersections. 


Factor vi—Impact Magnitude 

The adverse impacts of the alternatives to non- 
Section 4(f) properties would be the same among 
these alternatives as MTA’s design assumptions and 
refinements to the Preferred Alternative apply 
equally to the other alternatives. MTA would have 
similar ability to mitigate impacts among these 
alternatives that it has committed for the Preferred 
Alternative. 


Factor vii—Cost Difference 

The cost of each alternative is a distinguishing 
factor in this evaluation. The Preferred Alternative 
cost estimate is based on year of expenditure dollars 
and takes into consideration engineering 
refinements; the Preferred Alternative cost is 
reported in Chapter 2.0 of the FEIS. Cost estimates 
for the other alternatives are presented in Table 1-9. 
The costs for these alternatives are based on the 
estimates reported in Table 6-2 of the AA/DEIS, 
escalated to 2012 dollars, and supplemented to 
account for cost increases that would affect all 
alternatives, such as additional stormwater 
management requirements. Applying these factors, 
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the cost presented in Chapter 2.0 is higher than the 
AA/DEIS estimated costs. As MTA’s design 
assumptions and refinements can be applied to the 
other alternatives, the costs for each would also be 
expected to increase. The High Investment LRT 
Alternative had the highest cost ($2.5 billion) 
because it had the most tunnels and structures. The 
Preferred Alternative has one tunnel and a number 
of structures and is less costly at $2.2 billion. The 
Medium and Low Investment LRT Alternatives and 
the High investment BRT Alternatives had a 
moderate cost ($1.9 to 1.8 billion). The Medium 
and Low Investment BRT Alternatives had the least 
cost as they had the least infrastructure ($1.0 to 
$0.7 billion). 


Least Harm Alternative Selection 
MTA’s corridor-wide least overall harm assessment 
examined the build alternatives evaluated in the 
AA/DEIS, as well as the Preferred Alternative. FTA 
has determined that the Preferred Alternative will 
have the least overall harm to Section 4(f) 
properties for the following reasons: 


While the Low Investment BRT Alternative would 
impact three less Section 4(f) properties compared 
to the other alternatives, the Low Investment BRT 
Alternative is the least able to meet the project 
purpose and need. Its use of shared lanes on 
existing streets with local traffic would add 
considerable travel time, making it the slowest of 
the alternatives considered. In addition, as it would 
operate in the same lanes with other motor vehicle 
traffic, the alternative would be constrained by 
traffic congestion and delays that plague roadway 
travel today and are forecast to increase in the 
future. Thus, the Low Investment BRT Alternative 
was not considered the least overall harm 
alternative. 


The Low and Medium Investment LRT Alternatives 
would impact one less Section 4(f) property 
compared to the remaining alternatives evaluated. 
While there would be no use of Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway with these alternatives, they 
would be aligned within shared use lanes under the 
Parkway. This would result in operational impacts 
to the Parkway, Riverdale Road, and the transitway. 
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All other build alternatives would have similar 
impacts on Section 4(f) properties; MTA would 
have the same ability to mitigate those impacts, and 
the severity of remaining harm would be the same. 


The Medium Investment BRT Alternative performs 
moderately well in achieving the purpose and need; 
and the High Investment BRT Alternative is a 
strong performer. However, the BRT alternatives as 
a group have limited capacity to handle increased 
ridership in the future. Since the carrying capacity 
of a BRT vehicle is much less than a two-car train, 
MTA considered adding more BRT vehicles to the 
service. The resulting operational problems 
included unacceptable bus queuing, added 
congestion, and delays at major intersections. For 
these reasons, the Medium and High Investment 
BRT Alternatives are not considered the least 
overall harm alternatives. 


By attracting more riders and new transit trips 
compared with the BRT alternatives, the LRT 
alternatives would generate more user benefits and 
reduce more automobile trips from roadways albeit 
at higher initial construction costs. The Low 
Investment LRT Alternative moderately achieves 
the project purpose and need and has a moderate 
cost. Its shortcoming is its reliance on mixed-use 
traffic lanes to a considerably greater degree than 
the other LRT alternatives. As a result, the Low 
Investment LRT Alternative cannot overcome 
slower travel times due to traffic delays and 
roadway congestion. The Low Investment LRT 
Alternative is not considered by FTA to be the least 
overall harm alternative. 


The Medium Investment LRT Alternative has the 
second highest ridership, new transit trips and 
improved travel times of all the build alternatives. 
The High Investment LRT Alternative was 
designed to be even faster, and therefore had a nine 
percent higher ridership, but a 34 percent increase 
in cost. The Preferred Alternative includes three 
elements from the High Investment LRT 
Alternative that improve the travel times 
measurably, but at less cost. For these reasons, the 
Preferred Alternative is the strongest achiever of the 
project purpose and need and the alternative with 
the least overall harm. 
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1.5 Coordination 


MTA coordinated with Federal, State, and local 
agencies during the EIS and Section 4(f) evaluation 
processes. In its coordination with the officials with 
jurisdiction, MTA identified properties, determined 
means to avoid or minimize use of Section 4(f)- 
protected properties through design refinements, 
and developed measures to minimize harm. 
Memoranda of agency coordination meetings are 
provided in FEIS Appendix I. 


1.5.1 Park Agency Coordination 


Department of Interior (DOI) 

The Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation was provided to 
the DOI for review; the DOI had a 45-day review 
period, which occurred concurrently with the 
review period for the FEIS. No comments were 
received from the DOI within 15 days after the 
close of the 45-day comment period. In accordance 
with 23 CFR 774.5(a), FTA assumes a lack of 
objection from the U.S. Department of the Interior. 


National Capital Planning 
Commission (NCPC) 


NCPC has an advisory role regarding parklands in 
Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, unless 
Capper Cramton funding was used to purchase park 
property. In the latter case, such as with Rock Creek 
Stream Valley Park, Sligo Creek Stream Valley 
Park, Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park, and 
Anacostia River Stream Valley Park, NCPC has 
approval authority, meaning actions affecting these 
parklands require formal NCPC approval. FTA and 
MTA are coordinating with the NCPC regarding the 
effect of the Preferred Alternative on each of these 
parks (see Section 4.6). 


The Baltimore-Washington Parkway is owned by 
the federal government, under the jurisdiction of the 
NPS. As federal property located within the 
National Capital Region, outside of the District of 
Columbia, the NCPC has advisory review authority 
over projects within the park. An initial meeting to 
reintroduce the Purple Line to NCPC staff was held 
on August 9, 2011. Follow up meetings were held 
on February 22, 2012, and July 12, 2012 to present 
the project to NCPC and request their input on 
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various design elements. Through these outreach 
and coordination efforts, FTA invited the NCPC to 
be a Cooperating Agency on the FEIS in March 
2012 and NCPC accepted the invitation on 

April 11, 2012. 


NCPC’s formal review process can consist of one, 
two, or three stages of Commission review, 
depending on the location and complexity of a 
project. Regarding the Purple Line, the Commission 
will likely review the project either as a two-stage 
(separate Preliminary and Final actions) or one- 
stage (combined Preliminary and Final action) 
review. NCPC’s future review timetable will 
depend on when detailed plans are available that 
adequately describe the project’s impacts/mitigation 
related to visual resources, water quality, 
stormwater management, and other environmental 
factors within the Baltimore-Washington Parkway 
and parklands acquired through Capper-Cramton 
Act funding. 


Officials with Jurisdiction 

Coordination with the officials with jurisdiction 
over parks and historic properties in the study area 
occurred as follows. 


M-NCPPC—Montgomery County 
Department of Parks 

Though MTA coordinated with M-NCPPC during 
Purple Line alternatives development and 
evaluation during the AA/DEIS, MTA contacted 
M-NCPPC via letter in December 2011, requesting 
a meeting to begin formal agency coordination. 
Meetings were held with M-NCPPC—Montgomery 
County Department of Parks on January 25, 2012, 
May 16, 2012, November 21, 2012, February 1, 
2013, February 26, 2013, and November 13, 2013 
to provide a detailed overview of the Preferred 
Alternative and to discuss potential park impacts, 
including minimization and mitigation strategies. 
MTA continues to coordinate with the M-NCPPC 
regarding project effects on the following affected 
parks: Elm Street Urban Park, Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park, Long Branch Local Park, Long Branch 
Stream Valley Park, Sligo Creek Stream Valley 
Park, and New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood 
Park. Memoranda of MTA meetings with 
M-NCPPC-—Montgomery County Department of 
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Parks are provided in FEIS Appendix I. 
M-NCPPC—Montgomery County Department of 
Parks concurred with FTA’s de minimis use 
determination for Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, 
Long Branch Stream Valley Park, and New 
Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park and 
temporary occupancy exception determination for 
Elm Street Urban Park on December 17, 2013 
(Record of Decision Attachment E). M-NCPPC-— 
Montgomery County Department of Parks 
concurred with FTA’s temporary occupancy 
exception determination for Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park on January 3, 2014 (Record of 
Decision Attachment E). 


M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County 
Though MTA coordinated with M-NCPPC during 
Purple Line alternatives development and 
evaluation during the AA/DEIS, MTA contacted 
M-NCPPC via letter in December 2011, requesting 
a meeting to begin formal agency coordination. 
Meetings were held with M-NCPPC-—Prince 
George’s County on January 6, 2012, August 7, 
2012, October 8, 2012, March 15, 2013, and 
November 7, 2013 to provide a detailed overview 
of the Preferred Alternative and to discuss potential 
park impacts as well as discuss minimization and 
mitigation strategies. MTA continues to coordinate 
with the M-NCPPC—Prince Georges County 
regarding project effects on the following affected 
parks: Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park, 
Anacostia River Stream Valley Park, and Glenridge 
Community Park, and West Lanham Hills 
Neighborhood Recreation Center. Memoranda of 
MTA meetings with M-NCPPC-Prince George’s 
County are provided in FEIS Appendix I. 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County concurred with 
FTA’s de minimis use determination for Northwest 
Branch Stream Valley Park and Anacostia River 
Stream Valley Park and temporary occupancy 
exception determination for West Lanham Hills 
Neighborhood Recreation Center on January 24, 
2014 (Record of Decision Attachment E). 


National Park Service 

Though FTA coordinated with NPS during the 
AA/DEIS, in December 2011, FTA contacted NPS 
via letter to initiate formal agency coordination. As 
part of MTA’s coordination and outreach efforts 
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regarding the Purple Line crossing under the 
Baltimore-Washington Parkway along Riverdale 
Road (MD 410), MTA conducted coordination with 
the NPS. Beginning in January 2012, MTA, FTA, 
and NPS National Capital Region (NCR) staff met 
monthly with representatives of the NPS, National 
Capital Parks — East (NACE) to discuss the 
proposed Purple Line and the potential impacts it 
would have on the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. 
Through these outreach and coordination efforts, 
FTA invited the NPS to be a Cooperating Agency 
on the FEIS in March 2012; NPS accepted the 
invitation on March 16, 2012. In addition to 
discussing anticipated impacts, staff from these 
respective agencies discussed avoidance measures 
and ways to minimize and mitigate impacts to the 
parkway. Many of the minimization measures 
discussed at these monthly meetings were intended 
to reduce the impact to the forest area in the median 
of the parkway, maintain traffic flow on the 
parkway, minimize effects from construction, and 
decrease potential visual impacts to the maximum 
extent possible. Memoranda of MTA meetings with 
NPS are provided in FEIS Appendix I. NPS 
concurred with FTA’s de minimis use determina- 
tion for Baltimore-Washington Parkway on 

March 18, 2014 (Record of Decision 

Attachment E). 


Maryland Department of Natural 
Resources (MDNR), Program Open 
Space (POS) 

The MDNR’s POS staff was initially contacted by 
MTA by letter in December 2011 requesting a 
meeting with MDNR’s POS to begin formal agency 
coordination. A meeting was held on July 9, 2012 
to provide a detailed overview of the Preferred 
Alternative and discuss potential impacts to parks 
that were purchased or developed using POS funds. 
The parks funded in part by Maryland Program 
Open Space funds include: Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park, Long Branch Local Park, Long Branch 
Stream Valley Park, New Hampshire Estates 
Neighborhood Park, Northwest Branch Stream 
Valley Park, Anacostia Stream Valley Park, 
Glenridge Community Park, and West Lanham 
Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center. MTA will 
coordinate with MDNR’s POS through the agency 


129 


Purple Line Record of Decision 


with jurisdiction to develop its mitigation plan prior 
to project construction. 


Maryland Historical Trust (WHT) 
Section 106 coordination with MHT and the public 
began when MTA provided opportunities for 
comment on the historic properties identification 
and evaluation process at public open houses in 
August 2006, December 2007, and May 2008. FTA 
initiated formal Section 106 consultation process on 
October 27, 2011. FTA and MTA coordinated with 
the MHT and other consulting parties in a formal 
Section 106 consultation process to determine the 
eligibility of historic properties for listing in the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), 
delineate the historic boundaries of properties, 
establish an Area of Potential Effects, determine the 
effects of the Preferred Alternative on historic 
properties, and develop appropriate mitigation for 
adverse effects in a Programmatic Agreement. 
MHT participated in several Interagency Resource 
Meetings sponsored by MTA and attended by FTA 
on the following dates: October 18, 2010, Decem- 
ber 15, 2010, November 16, 2011, December 16, 
2011, March 21, 2012, April 18, 2012, August 20, 
2012, December 19, 2012, March 20, 2013, July 17, 
2013, and August 8, 2013. MHT has also 
participated in consulting parties meetings to 
discuss property eligibility for the NRHP and 
project effects on August 11, 2013. On November 
6, 2013, MHT issued a letter MHT concurring with 
FTA’s finding that the Preferred Alternative will 
have an adverse effect on the Falkland Apartments, 
Talbot Avenue Bridge, and the Metropolitan 
Branch of the B&O Railroad. In its letter, MHT 
also indicated no objection to the effect 
determinations made by FTA for the remaining 
historic properties within the project’s APE (Record 
of Decision Attachment E). 


FTA and MTA met with the consulting parties on 
December 19, 2013 to discuss the details of a 
programmatic agreement for the project. On 
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March 14, 2014, FTA, NPS, MTA and MHT signed 
a Programmatic Agreement stipulating the 
commitment to avoid, minimize and mitigate 
project effects on historic properties (Record of 
Decision Attachment B). 


Public 

The public had an opportunity to review and 
comment on the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation 
concurrently with the Purple Line FEIS. FTA 
responded to public comments on the Draft 
Section 4(f) Evaluation in this Final Section 4(f) 
Evaluation, which is included in the Record of 
Decision. 


1.6 Determination of 
Section 4(f) Use 


Considering the foregoing discussion of the Purple 
Line Preferred Alternative’s use of Section 4(f) 
properties and considering that FTA and MTA have 
coordinated with the officials with jurisdiction 
regarding the findings of this Section 4(f) 
Evaluation, FTA concludes that there is no prudent 
avoidance alternative to the use of land from 14 
historic and recreational properties. As described, 
the project includes all possible planning to 
minimize harm to Section 4(f) properties resulting 
from use. In addition, the project will have a de 
minimis impact on four historic and six recreational 
Section 4(f) properties. Measures to minimize harm, 
such as avoidance, minimization, mitigation, and 
enhancement measures, were developed by MTA in 
coordination with the officials with jurisdiction over 
these properties. FTA coordinated with these 
officials prior to making its de minimis 
determination. Finally, balancing all the factors 
discussed in Section 1.4, FTA has determined that 
the Purple Line Preferred Alternative will cause the 
least overall harm in light of Section 4(f)’s 
preservation purpose. 
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Agency Correspondence 


The following relevant correspondence with federal and state agencies is provided in Attachment E: 


e NEPA—National Capital Planning Commission 
Section 106—Maryland State Historic Preservation Officer 

e Section 4(f)—M-NCPPC Montgomery County Department of Parks; M-NCPPC Prince George’s 
County Department of Parks and Recreation; National Park Service 

e Section 7—US Fish and Wildlife Service 


Memoranda of meetings with agencies since the August 30, FEIS are also provided in this 
attachment. 
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Commission Members 


Presidential Appointees 


L. Preston Bryant, Jr., Chairman 
John M. Hart 
Elizabeth A. White 


Mayoral Appointees 
Arrington Dixon 
Robert E. Miller 


Ex Officio Members 


Secretary of Defense 
The Honorable Charles “Chuck” Hagel 


Secretary of the Interior 
The Honorable Sarah “Sally” Jewell 


Acting Administrator 
General Services Administration 
The Honorable Daniel Tangherlini 


Chairman 

Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs 

United States Senate 

The Honorable Thomas R. Carper 


Chairman 

Committee on Oversight 

and Government Reform 

U.S. House of Representatives 
The Honorable Darrell Issa 


Mayor 
District of Columbia 
The Honorable Vincent C. Gray 


Chairman 
Council of the District of Columbia 
The Honorable Phil Mendelson 


Executive Director 
Marcel C. Acosta 


401 9th Street, NW North Lobby, Suite 500 Washington, DC 20004 Tel 202.482.7200 Fax 202.482.7272 www.ncpc.gov 


IN REPLY REFER TO: 
NCPC File No. 6884 


January 6, 2014 


Ms. Brigid Hynes-Cherin 
Federal Transit Administration 
1760 Market Street, Suite 500 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-4124 


Re: Maryland Transit Administration Purple Line Transit Project — Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act 


Dear Ms. Hynes-Cherin: 


The National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC) has been participating in 
consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 
for the Maryland Transit Administration Purple Line Transit Project (Purple Line 
Project). The Purple Line Project is a planned 16.3 mile light rail transit line 
between Bethesda and New Carrollton in Maryland. Though the Maryland Transit 
Administration (MTA) is the sponsor of the Purple Line Project, MTA may 
receive federal funding from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to 
implement the project, and therefore FTA is the lead federal agency for 
compliance with Section 106 of NHPA. 


As the central planning agency for the federal government in the National Capital 
Region, NCPC has review authority over portions of the Purple Line Project that 
will affect federal parkland, or county parkland that was initially acquired under 
the authority of the Capper-Cramton Act of 1930. Based on the current 
engineering and design, the following six parks will be affected by the project: 
Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, Anacostia Stream Valley Park, Northwest 
Branch Stream Valley Park, Paint Branch Stream Valley Park, Rock Creek 
Stream Valley Park, and the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. Pursuant to the 
Capper-Cramton Act, NCPC has approval authority over those portions of the 
project crossing the following three parks: Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, 
Anacostia Stream Valley Park, and Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park, and 
therefore has an independent Section 106 responsibility for our permitting action. 
NCPC has an advisory role over the section of Purple Line Project crossing the 
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Baltimore- Washington Parkway pursuant to our authority over projects on federal 
land under the National Capital Planning Act. It is our understanding that the 
portions of the project crossing Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Paint Branch 
Stream Valley Park will occur within existing county or state-owned right-of- 
way, and therefore, would not be subject to NCPC jurisdiction. 


The purpose of this letter is to designate FTA as lead federal agency pursuant to 
36 CFR 800.2(a)(2) to fulfill our collective Section 106 responsibilities for the 
design and construction of the Purple Line Project. As noted above, NCPC has 
been participating in the Section 106 process as a consulting party and we will 
continue to do so as the project moves forward through design development and 
construction. Of the properties where NCPC has a Section 106 responsibility, 
only Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park contains a historic property, the Sligo Creek 
Parkway, within the area of potential effect. Sligo Creek Parkway encompasses a 
long, linear area that includes both the parkway itself and the surrounding 
viewshed. Designed in the 1920s, the parkway consists of a two-lane road and 
access to several recreational sites including a golf course, playgrounds, 
pedestrian paths, and Sligo Creek. As indicated in the Section 106 Assessment of 
Effect for Historic Properties report (August 2013), the Preferred Alternative for 
the Purple Line Project would be built down the center of Wayne Avenue, an 
existing transportation corridor, which intersects Sligo Creek Parkway. FTA 
determined that the Purple Line Project would have no adverse effects on Sligo 
Creek Parkway and the Maryland Historical Trust concurred with that 
determination on November 6, 2013. Upon independent review, we agree with the 
findings of the Section 106 Assessment of Effect for Historic Properties report 
and concur that the Purple Line Project will have no adverse effects on Sligo 
Creek Parkway. 


In closing, as noted in the Section 106 Assessment of Effect for Historic 
Properties report and concurred upon by the Maryland Historical Trust, FTA 
determined that the Purple Line Project would have an adverse effect on three 
historic properties including the Falkland Apartments, the Talbot Avenue Bridge, 
and the Metropolitan Branch of the B&O Railroad. However, these three 
properties are not on lands under NCPC’s jurisdiction. FTA and MTA are 
developing a Programmatic Agreement with the Maryland Historical Trust and 
other appropriate parties including the National Park Service to reduce and 
resolve the adverse effects. As there are no adverse effects on properties where 
NCPC has jurisdiction and a Section 106 responsibility, NCPC will not participate 
as a signatory on the Programmatic Agreement being negotiated among FTA, 
MTA, the Maryland Historical Trust, and the National Park Service. 
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We look forward to continuing to work together on the Purple Line Project and 
will continue to participate as a consulting party in the Section 106 process. If 
you have any questions or need additional information on NCPC’s involvement, 


please contact Mike Weil at (202) 482 - 7253 or michael.weil@ncpc.gov. 


Sincerely, 


Meee 


Marcel Acosta 
Executive Director 


cc: J. Rodney Little, State Historic Preservation Officer, Maryland Historical 
Trust ' 
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November 6, 2013 


Mr. John Newton, Manager 
Environmental] Planning Division 
Maryland Transit Administration 
6 Saint Paul Street 

Baltimore, Maryland 21202-1614 


Re: Purple Line Project 
Section 106 Assessment of Effects for the Historic Built Environment 
Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties, Maryland 


Dear Mr. Newton: 


Thank you for providing the Maryland Historical Trust (Trust) with the Maryland Transit Administration’s 
(MTA) assessment of effects on historic properties for the above-referenced undertaking. MTA’s submittal 
represents ongoing consultation to assess the project’s effects on historic properties, pursuant to Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and the Maryland Historical Trust Act of 1985, as 
amended, State Finance and Procurement Article §§ 5A-325 and 5SA-326 of the Annotated Code of Maryland. 
We conducted a thorough review of the materials and we are writing to provide our comments and concurrence. 


Assessment of Effects: The MTA’s extensive efforts to identify and evaluate historic properties along the 
proposed Purple Line corridor spanned ten years and resulted in the evaluation of 278 properties for listing in 
the National Register of Historic Places (National Register). A total of 22 built historic properties were found to 
be listed in or eligible for the National Register and one potentially significant archeological site was identified 
within the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for this undertaking. The Trust completed a thorough review of the 
information presented in the Section 106 Assessment of Effects for Historic Properties / Light Rail Alignment 
Areas Associated with the Purple Line Project (FTA and MTA 2013), the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation (FTA and MTA 2013) and took into consideration the views of the 
public and the Section 106 Consulting Parties provided at the various project and consulting parties meetings. 
Based upon the results of the MTA’s studies and consultation, the Trust agrees with the MTA that the 
undertaking will have an adverse effect on the following historic properties since they will be totally or partially 
demolished: the Falkland Apartments (MIHP No. M: 36-12), the Talbot Avenue Bridge (MIHP No. M: 36-30) 
and the Metropolitan Branch of the B&O Railroad (MIHP No. M: 37-16). The Trust has no objection to the 
MTA’s effect determinations for the remaining historic properties within the undertaking’s APE. 


Continuing Section 106 Consultation: The Trust agrees that it is appropriate to develop a Programmatic 
Agreement (PA) for this undertaking, in accordance with 36 CFR 800.14(b)(1)(ii). The PA would include 
measures to reduce and resolve the undertaking’s adverse effect on historic properties, monitor the effects of the 
undertaking on historic and archeological properties as the design develops, establish procedures for ongoing 
coordination among the various signatory and consulting parties, and provide for appropriate public 
interpretation as an integral part of project design. The Trust’s comments on the draft PA are forthcoming. 


Martin O Malley, Governor Richard Eberhart Hall, AICP Secretary 
Anthony G Brown. Lt Governor Amanda Stakem Conn, Esq . Deputy Secretary 
Maryland Historical Trust 100 Community Place srownsville Maryland 21032 
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We look forward to further coordination with MTA and other involved parties to successfully complete the 
Section 106 review and execute an effective agreement document for this undertaking. If you have questions or 
need further assistance, please contact Beth Cole at 410-514-7631 / bcole@mdp.state.md.us or Tim Tamburrino 
at 410-514-7637 or ttamburrino@mdp.state.ms.us. Thank you for providing us this opportunity to comment. 


Sincerely, 


x 


J. Rodney Little 
Director / State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 
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Administration 


Ms. Mary R. Bradford, Director of Parks 

Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission Mpy 2 
Montgomery County Department of Parks 7: 
9500 Brunett Avenue “@ 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 


RE: MTA Purple Line Project: Section 4(f) Temporary Occupancy Exception 
Determination for Elm Street Urban Park, Montgomery County, Maryland 


Dear Ms. Bradford: 


The purpose of this letter is to seek your concurrence, as the official with jurisdiction over the Elm 
Street Urban Park, with the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) intent to make a temporary 
occupancy exception determination for this property pursuant to Section 4(f) of the U.S. 
Department of Transportation Act of 1966, now codified at 49 U.S.C. 303 et seq. and implemented 
in 23 CFR Part 774. 


The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), in cooperation with the FTA as the lead Federal 
agency, has prepared a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Section 4(f) Evaluation 
for the Purple Line project (project). MTA and FTA provided public notice of the proposed project 
and opportunity for public comment on our intent to make a temporary occupancy exception 
determination for the Elm Street Urban Park during the FEIS and Section 4(f) public comment 
period that ended on October 21, 2013. 


One comment was received pertaining to the Section 4(f) Evaluation for Elm Street Park. The 
commenter felt that the FEIS/Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation did not acknowledge potential effects 
of the project on the park. Among their concerns were: the introduction of a wide path through the 
park and the future redevelopment of the park (both separate planned projects by M-NCPPC); 
noise and visual effects; and the potential changes due to a minor master plan amendment currently 
under consideration by Montgomery County. The comments have been reviewed and the concerns 
raised were already considered in the FEIS/Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation in the design 
development and mitigation for the park. The fact that the comments were already considered in 
the FEIS/Draft 4(f) Evaluation will be clarified in the Record of Decision. 


The project would be aligned directly north of Elm Street Urban Park, under the existing Air 
Rights Building and along the Georgetown Branch right-of-way. MTA’s proposes to reconstruct 
the existing connection between Elm Street Park and the proposed Capital Crescent Trail, which 
would require temporary use of approximately 0.02 acre of land on an existing pathway within the 
2.1 acre park. The land to be temporarily used includes a portion of an existing path, an 
undeveloped corner of a playground, and a grassy area adjacent to the path. The proposed trail 
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connection would be reconstructed with an Americans with Disabilities Act-compliant connection. 
The location and design of the trail connection have been coordinated with Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation and M-NCPPC Montgomery County Department of Parks. MTA 
will continue this coordination as the project design advances. See Enclosure 1 for details on the 
mitigation commitments for this park and Attachments A and B, which show overviews of the 
project and park. . 


There are two features of design alongside the park that would mitigate potential visual and noise 
effects and increase safety for park users. A ventilation structure would be located between the 
park and the transitway, limiting views of the transitway and acting as a barrier for noise from the 
passing trains. The trail connection would climb on retained fill over the ventilation structure to a 
point where the connection crosses over the transitway. The only access from the park would be 
via the trail connection, which would be fenced to provide safe passage over the transitway. 


MTA’s design of the ventilation structure, retaining wall, and proposed landscaping adjacent to 
Elm Street Urban Park, as well as the design of the trail connection, are being coordinated with 
both M-NCPPC — Department of Parks and Department of Planning to ensure interim functionality 
of the park as well as long-term compatibility with the planned upgrade to the park 


MTA expects to complete construction of the trail connection in less time than the overall project 
construction schedule. The proposed work is confined to a small area of the park; the disturbed 
area will be restored after project completion in coordination with M-NCPPC Montgomery County 
Department of Parks. The Purple Line project would not adversely affect or otherwise restrict the 
public’s use of the existing park resources. No substantial impairment of the activities, features, or 
attributes—playgrounds, gazebo, picnic tables, benches, trails, and public art—that qualify the park 
for protection under Section 4(f) would occur. MTA will use a temporary construction easement; 
no change in ownership of the park land will occur. 


Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.3(b) and based on a review of information presented in the FEIS, FTA 
proposes a temporary occupancy exception determination for the project, as it satisfies the five 
criteria for temporary occupancy set forth in 23 CFR 774.13(d). Specifically, (1) the duration of 
the proposed work is temporary, less than the overall project construction period, and no change in 
property ownership would occur; (2) the work is confined to a small area of the park and would 
result in minimal changes to the park; (3) no permanent adverse impacts to the park and no 
interference with the protected activities, features, or attributes of the park would occur; (4) the 
disturbed land would be fully restored to at least as good condition; and (5) the officials with 
jurisdiction are providing documented agreement to these findings. 


At this time, FTA requests M-NCPPC concurrence with the Section 4(f) temporary occupancy 
exception determination for expected temporary impacts to Elm Street Urban Park as a result of the 
construction of the proposed trail connection from the park to the proposed Capital Crescent Trail. 
Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.5, if concurring, M-NCPPC must provide a written response to FTA 
stating that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes that make the 
property eligible for Section 4(f) protection. A concurrence clause is provided at the end of this 
letter for this purpose. If M-NCPPC objects to or if comments raise new concerns about the 
proposed Section 4(f) temporary occupancy exception determination, FTA will require a formal 
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Section 4(f) evaluation. 


We respectfully request your reply to this matter within two weeks of receipt of this letter. We 
look forward to continuing our successful working relationship with you and should you have any 
questions or need additional information, please feel free to contact Mr. Timothy Lidiak, 
Community Planner, at (215) 656-7084, or Mr. Daniel Koenig, Environmental Protection 
Specialist, at (202) 219-3528. 


Sincerely, 


Jo: obi het ZL - 


Brigid Hynes-Cherin 
Regional Administrator 


cc: - Michael Madden, MTA 
John Newton, MTA 


CONCURRENCE: 

We, the undersigned, concur that the existing activities, features, and attributes at the Elm Street 
Urban Park would not be adversely impacted by the proposed Purple Line and that the Purple 
Line’s proposed temporary use of a portion of the park meets the criteria for a temporary 
occupancy exception under Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303 et seq.). 


Mang ad 


Mary R. aadieed Director of Parks 12/17/2013 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Date 


Commission, Montgomery County Department of Parks 





Enclosure 1 
Elm Street Urban Park Coordination and Minimization and Mitigation Measures 


Coordination Activities 


Beginning in January 2012, MTA and M-NCPPC staff met on several occasions to discuss the 
proposed Purple Line and the potential impacts it would have on Elm Street Urban Park. Specific 
meetings were held on January 25, 2012, May 16, 2012, November 21, 2012, February 1, 2013, and 
February 26, 2013. In addition to discussing anticipated impacts, staff from MTA and M-NCPPC 
discussed ways to minimize and mitigate impacts to the Park. The minimization and mitigation 
measures agreed upon at these agency coordination meetings are provided below. At the time of the 
January 25, 2012 meeting, design refinements were still under investigation in the Bethesda area. 
These refinements were completed by the May 16, 2012 meeting, and at that meeting, the M-NCPPC 
determined that the proposed project would not adversely affect Elm Street Urban Park. Additional 
coordination occurred throughout the Fall of 2013 and has resulted in the mitigation measures outlined 
below and verbal concurrence of FTA’s intent to make a temporary occupancy exemption 
determination. MTA and FTA will continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC to develop the mitigation in 
more detail throughout the design and construction phases of the project. 


Mitigation and Minimization 


Two features of the Purple Line design alongside the park that would mitigate potential visual and 
noise effects and increase safety for park users. A ventilation structure would be located between the 
park and the transitway, limiting views of the transitway and acting as a barrier for noise from the 
passing trains. The trail connection would climb on retained fill over the ventilation structure to a point 
where the connection crosses over the transitway. The only access from the park would be via the trail 
connection, which would be fenced to provide safe passage over the transitway. 


MTA’s design of the ventilation structure, retaining wall, and proposed landscaping adjacent to Elm 
Street Urban Park, as well as the design of the trail connection, are being coordinated with both M- 
NCPPC — Department of Parks and Department of Planning to ensure interim functionality of the park 
as well as long-term compatibility with the planned upgrade to the park. 


Other mitigation measures include: 


e MTA will maintain access to the park during construction; 

e MTA will provide a functional interim condition for the park, reviewed and approved by M- 

NCPPC, prior to its planned redevelopment; 

e MTA will design the proposed trail connection to the proposed Capital Crescent Trail to meet 

ADA requirements; 

MTA will not construct stormwater management facilities within the boundaries of the Park; 
Land disturbed during construction of the proposed project would be returned to 
preconstruction conditions or better; and 

e Land upon which a temporary construction easement is placed will be returned to M-NCPPC 
upon completion of the construction of the proposed trail connection. 








Attachment A: Purple Line Project Alignment and Section 4(f) Resources Overview Map 
Attachment B: Detailed Map of Proposed Park Impacts 
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REGION Il! 1760 Market Street 
US. Department Delaware, District of Suite 500 
of Transportation Columbia, Maryland, Philadelphia, PA 19103-4124 
. Pennsylvania, Virginia, 215-656-7100 
Federal Transit West Virginia 215-656-7260 (fax) 


Administration 


Ms. Mary R. Bradford, Director of Parks 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
Montgomery County Department of Parks 

9500 Brunett Avenue 

Silver Spring, MD 20901 


RE: MTA Purple Line Project: Section 4(f) Temporary Occupancy Exception 
Determination for Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock Creek National 
Recreational Trail, Montgomery County, Maryland 


Dear Ms. Bradford: 


The purpose of this letter is to seek your concurrence, as the official with jurisdiction over the Rock 
Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock Creek National Recreational Trail, with the Federal Transit 
Administration’s (FTA) temporary occupancy exception determination for this property pursuant to 
Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966, now codified at 49 U.S.C. 303 
et seq. and implemented in 23 CFR Part 774. 


The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), in cooperation with the FTA as the lead Federal 
agency, has prepared a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Section 4(f) Evaluation 
for the Purple Line project (project). MTA and FTA provided public notice of the proposed project 
and opportunity for public comment on our intent to make a temporary occupancy exception 
determination for the Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock Creek National Recreational Trail 
during the FEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation public comment period that ended on October 21, 
2013. Two comments were received during the public comment period on FTA’s intent to make a 
temporary occupancy exemption determination for Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock 
Creek National Recreational Trail. One commenter expressed general concern for potential 
impacts to the park and the other commenter expressed concerns that overall park impacts were not 
acknowledged in the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation. The comments have been reviewed and the 
concerns raised were considered in the FEIS/Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation in the design 
development and proposed mitigation for the park. The fact that the comments were already 
considered in the FEIS/Draft 4(f) Evaluation will be clarified in the Record of Decision. 


The project would cross Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, completely within Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation right-of-way. MTA proposes to replace the existing bridge over 
Rock Creek with two new bridges (one for the transitway and one for the Capital Crescent Trail) 
within the county right-of-way through the park. This work would improve connections to the 
Rock Creek National Recreational Trail, as the Capital Crescent Trail bridge would lead to a new 
ramp connection from the Capital Crescent Trail to the existing Rock Creek National Recreational 
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Trail. See Enclosure 1 for details on the mitigation commitments for this park and Attachments 
A and B, which show overviews of the project and park. 


For short periods of time during construction, MTA would temporarily detour the portion of Rock 
Creek National Recreational Trail in the immediate vicinity of the bridges. The detour route would 
begin to the north of the proposed project area and use Susanna Lane to Jones Mill Road, south to 
East-West Highway, then east to Meadowbrook Lane, where the Rock Creek National Recreational 
Trail would be accessed to the south of the proposed project area. While Rock Creek National 
Recreational Trail would be temporarily detoured during the construction of the bridges, the trail 
would remain open. MTA expects the temporary trail detour to occur for less time than the overall 
Purple Line construction schedule. The portion of the trail to be detoured is small compared to the 
overall length of the trail (19 miles) and the size of the park (3,960 acres), The original trail 
alignment across the county right-of-way will be restored. The project would not adversely affect 
or otherwise restrict the public’s use of the existing Rock Creek National Recreational Trail, and it 
would not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes—trails, lakes, historic plantation, 
athletic fields, playgrounds and picnic areas—of the park. No change in ownership of the park 
land will occur. 


Extensive coordination has occurred between the MTA, M-NCPPC, Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation, as well as the National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC), 
regarding the design and construction of the Rock Creek bridges and the trail connection to the 
Rock Creek National Recreational Trail. The proposed Capital Crescent Trail bridge would be at a 
lower elevation than the proposed transitway bridge to provide views from the new trail bridge 
north and south into the park. Retaining walls will be used to reduce impacts and maximize 
planting areas. MTA will develop design and landscaping plans in consultation with M-NCPPC. 
Coordination has and will continue as the project advances. Through this coordination, MTA 
developed several minimization and mitigation measures. 


Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.3(b) and based on review of the information contained in the FEIS. FTA 
proposes a temporary occupancy exception determination for the trail detour, as it satisfies the five 
criteria for temporary occupancy set forth in 23 CFR 774.13(d). Specifically, (1) the duration of 
the proposed work is temporary, less than the overall project construction period, and no change in 
property ownership would occur; (2) the work is confined to a small area of the park and would 
result in minimal changes to the park; (3) no permanent adverse impacts to the park and no 
interference with the protected activities, features, or attributes of the park would occur; (4) the 
disturbed land would be fully restored to at least as good condition; and (5) the officials with 
jurisdiction are providing documented agreement to these findings. 


FTA has determined that the project would not adversely affect or otherwise restrict the public’s 
use of the existing resources; will not adversely affect the features, attributes, or activities that 
make Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock Creek National Recreational Trail eligible for 
Section 4(f) protection as a park. Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.5, M-NCPPC- Montgomery County 
Department of Parks must concur in writing to FTA stating that the project will not adversely affect 
the activities, features, or attributes that make the property eligible for Section 4(f) protection as a 
park. A concurrence clause is provided at the end of this letter for this purpose. If M-NCPPC 
objects to or if comments raise new concerns about the proposed Section 4(f) temporary occupancy 


Ms. Mary R. Bradford 
RE: MTA Purple Line Project 


oe) 


exception determination, FTA will require a formal Section 4(f) evaluation. 


We respectfully request your reply to this matter within two weeks of receipt of this Ictter. We look 
forward to continuing our successful working relationship with you and should you have any 
questions or need additional information, please feel free to contact Mr. Timothy Lidiak, 
Community Planner, at (215) 656-7084, or Mr. Daniel Koenig, Environmental Protection 
Specialist, at (202) 219-3528. 


Sincerely, 


bd le — 
Bfigid Hynes-Cheri 


Regional Administrator 


cc: Michael Madden, MTA 
John Newton, MTA 
Mike Weil, NCPC 


CONCURRENCE: 

We, the undersigned, concur that the existing facilities, activities, and purposes at the Rock Creek 
Stream Valley Park and Rock Creek National Recreational Trail would not be adversely impacted 
by the proposed Purple Line and that the Purple Line’s proposed temporary use of the park meets 
the criteria for a temporary occupancy exception under Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 
U.S.C. 303 et seq.). 





| ls| 2014 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Date 


Commission, Montgomery County Department of Parks 





Enclosure 1 
Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock Creek Recreational Trail 
Minimization and Mitigation Measures 


Coordination Activities 


Extensive coordination has occurred between the MTA, M-NCPPC, Montgomery County 
Department of Transportation, as well as the National Capital Planning Commission (NCPC), 
regarding the design and construction of the Rock Creek bridges and the trail connection to the 
Rock Creek National Recreational Trail. The proposed Capital Crescent Trail bridge would be at a 
lower elevation than the proposed transitway bridge to provide views from the new trail bridge 
north and south into the park. Retaining walls will be used to reduce impacts and maximize 
planting areas. MTA will develop design and landscaping plans in consultation with M-NCPPC. 
Through this coordination, MTA developed several minimization and mitigation measures. 
Coordination will continue as the project advances, 


Meetings were held between MTA and M-NCPPC on January 25, 2012, May 16, 2012, November 
21, 2012, February 1, 2013, and February 26, 2013 regarding the Rock Creek Stream Valley Park 
and Rock Creek National Recreational Trail. During the initial meeting, the design of the proposed 
Purple Line through the park was discussed. M-NCPPC requested additional information as to the 
nature of potential temporary impacts, particularly with regard to the trail connection from the 
proposed Capital Crescent Trail to Rock Creek National Recreational Trail. Since that time, 
refinements have been made to the design of the trail connection that would minimize impacts to 
the park. At the May 16, 2012 meeting, M-NCPPC determined that the proposed project would not 
adversely affect Rock Creek Stream Valley Park or Rock Creek National Recreational Trail. 
Additional coordination occurred throughout the Fall of 2013 and FTA’s intent to make a 
temporary occupancy exemption determination was discussed in addition to the mitigation 
measures outlined below. MTA and FTA will continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC to develop 
the mitigation in more detail throughout the design and construction phases of the project. 


Mitigation and Minimization 


To minimize impacts, MTA would construct all elements of the proposed project completely 
within Montgomery County right-of-way. The proposed detour of the Rock Creek National 
Recreational Trail will be temporary and for short periods of time during the construction of the 
proposed project through Rock Creek Stream Valley Park. 


Within the county right-of-way, the Rock Creck National Recreational Trail would be raised out of 
the one-year floodplain on an elevated wooden boardwalk to reduce flooding and siltation that 
currently plague the trail. MTA coordination with M-NCPPC will be ongoing regarding the design 
of the raised section of trail. 


Selective tree clearing would occur within the Montgomery County right-of-way adjacent to Rock 
Creek Stream Valley Park. Replanting and restoration of disturbed areas would occur within the 
Montgomery County right-of-way to the extent reasonably feasible to mitigate for tree removal. 
MTA would not construct stormwater management ponds or structures within Rock Creek Stream 
Valley Park. 


MTA and the Purple Line Team has been and will continue to work extensively with NCPC, M- 
NCPPC, and Montgomery County to improve the aesthetics of the proposed transitway and trail 
bridges through Rock Creek Stream Valley Park. The bridges will be designed as signature 
facilities with aesthetic considerations for park users. 


Contingent upon approval by regulatory permitting agencies, as part of the removal of the existing 
bridge over Rock Creek, the pier foundation within the existing stream channel would be removed 
12-18 inches below existing grade. The stream will be stabilized with appropriate stream design 
methods that factor hydrology, hydraulics, and existing conditions both upstream and downstream 
of the pier and aquatic passage. The design of the pier removal and stream improvements will be 
further refined as the design of the project progresses. 


Other mitigation includes: 


¢MTA will maintain access to the park and Rock Creek National Recreational Trail during 
construction. 

¢ MTA will design the proposed Capital Crescent Trail and the connection to Rock Creek 
National Recreational Trail to meet ADA requirements. 

MTA will develop design of retaining walls and landscaping plans through the Park in 
consultation with M-NCPPC. 

¢ MTA will not construct stormwater management facilities within the boundaries of the 
park. 











Attachment A: Purple Line Project Alignment and Section 4(f) Resources Overview Map 
Attachment B: Detailed Park Impact Map 
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Ms. Mary R. Bradford, Director of Parks 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Caiiaen 


Montgomery County Department of Parks 
9500 Brunett Avenue 
Silver Spring, MD 20901 


REGION lil 

Delaware, District of 
Columbia, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, Virginia, 
West Virginia 


1760 Market Street 

Suite 500 

Philadelphia, PA 19103-4124 
215-656-7100 

215-656-7260 (fax) 


RE: MTA Purple Line Project: Section 4(f) De Minimis Impact Determination for Sligo Creek 
Stream Valley Park, Montgomery County, Maryland 


Dear Ms. Bradford: 


The purpose of this letter is to seek your concurrence, as the official with jurisdiction over the Sligo Creek 

Stream Valley Park, with Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) de minimis impact determination for this 
property pursuant to Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966, now codified at 49 
U.S.C. 303 et seq. and implemented in 23 CFR Part 774. 


The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), in cooperation with FTA as the lead Federal agency, has 
prepared a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Purple Line 
project (project). MTA has provided public notice of the proposed project and opportunity for public 
comment on our intent to make a de minimis impact determination for the Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park 
during the FEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation public comment period that ended on October 21, 2013. No 
comments were received during the public comment period on FTA’s intent to make a de minimis impact 


determination for Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park. 


The project would cross Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park in the median of Wayne Avenue, primarily within 
Montgomery County Department of Transportation right-of-way. MTA would permanently use 0.24 acre of 
the 543-acre Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park to widen Wayne Avenue and replace the existing Wayne 
Avenue bridge with a wider, single span structure to accommodate the transitway and the proposed Green 
Trail. The decision to operate the transitway in mixed-traffic lanes on Wayne Avenue was done to 
minimize impacts to the community, including the use of park property. See Enclosure 1 for details on the 
mitigation commitments for this park and Attachments A and B, which show overviews of the project and 


park. 


MTA would temporarily use 1.68 acres of Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park to access the work area. The 
park land to be temporarily used is primarily grassy or wooded and undeveloped. Approximately three of 
25 parking spaces in the park parking lot west of the stream would be temporarily used by MTA for access 
and staging. These parking spaces would be restored upon completion of project construction. 


MTA is committed to designing an environmentally sensitive stream crossing when designing the Wayne 
Avenue bridge. The bridge will be designed to provide the least amount of environmental impact and 
improve the hydraulics of Sligo Creek through the proposed project area. Sligo Creek would be realigned as 
part of the bridge replacement. MTA would not use or affect developed recreational facilities associated 
with the park or affect the retaining walls along Sligo Creek Parkway; no use of the Sligo Creek National 
Recreational Trail is proposed. 
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FTA’s intent to make a de minimis impact determination was discussed at several coordination meetings 
between the Purple Line Team and M-NCPPC- Montgomery County Department of Parks, beginning in 
January 2012. These meetings were established for coordination purposes on the project and have led to the 
incorporation of specific avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to reduce the impact to the M- 
NCPPC owned parks within the proposed project corridor. Coordination between MTA and M-NCPPC is 
ongoing and will continue; however, replacement land has been identified adjacent to the New Hampshire 
Estates Neighborhood Park which will serve as mitigation for the use of parkland throughout Montgomery 
County. 


The FTA has determined that the project would not adversely affect or otherwise restrict the public’s use of 
the park not will it adversely affect the features, attributes, or activities - playgrounds, athletic field, picnic 
areas, and aesthetic features - that make the Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park eligible for Section 4(f) 
protection as a park. Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.5, M-NCPPC- Montgomery County Department of Parks 
must concur in writing to FTA stating that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or 
attributes that make the property eligible for Section 4(f) protection as a park. A concurrence clause is 
provided at the end of this letter for this purpose. If M-NCPPC objects to or if comments raise new 
concerns about the proposed Section 4(f) de minimis impact determination, FTA will require a formal 
Section 4(f) evaluation. 


We respectfully request your reply to this matter within two weeks of receipt of this letter. We look forward 
to continuing our successful working relationship with you and should you have any questions or need 
additional information, please feel free to contact Mr. Timothy Lidiak, Community Planner, at (215) 656- 
7084, or Mr. Daniel Koenig, Environmental Protection Specialist, at (202) 219-3528. 


Sincerely, F 
fc oA 4 
yA Uyar Oe. 


he dh 


Regional Administrator 


ce! Michael Madden, MTA 
John Newton, MTA 
Mike Weil, NCPC 


CONCURRENCE: 

We, the undersigned, concur that the existing activities, features, or attributes at Sligo Creek Stream Valley 
Park would not be adversely impacted by the proposed Purple Line; the right-of-way impacts of the Purple 
Line to the park would be minimal; permanent impacts would be minor including widening Wayne Avenue 
and replacing the existing Wayne Avenue bridge and making drainage improvements; temporary impacts 
would be minor and would be limited to providing equipment access and work area; MTA will plant trees 
and provide replacement parkland for land it permanently uses, convey land to the park, and replace 
disturbed guiderails, signs and structures it disturbs in the work area; and therefore, we agree that the Purple 
Line’s proposed use of portions of the park meet the criteria for a de minimis impact determination under 
Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303 et seq.). 


Mamgk Beat r0) 
Mary R, Bradford, Director of Parks 12/17/2013 


Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Date 
Commission, Montgomery County Department of Parks 








Enclosure 1 
Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park Coordination and Minimization and Mitigation Measures 


Coordination Activities 


Beginning in January 2012, MTA and M-NCPPC’s Montgomery County Department of Parks staff met 
several times to discuss the proposed Purple Line and the potential impacts it would have on the Sligo Creek 
Stream Valley Park. Specific meeting dates were January 25, 2012, May 16, 2012, November 21, 2012, 
February 1, 2013, and February 26, 2013. During those meetings, the potential use of portions of the park 
by the Purple Line was discussed. At the May 16, 2012 meeting, M-NCPPC requested that additional 
information be provided regarding access roads and tree loss. In addition to discussing anticipated impacts, 
staff discussed avoidance measures and ways to minimize and mitigate impacts to the park. The 
minimization and mitigation measures discussed at these meetings were intended to reduce the potential 
impacts to the park to the maximum extent practicable and provide replacement parkland. After the 
November 21, 2012 meeting, the M-NCPPC determined that the proposed project would not adversely 
affect the Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park. Additional coordination occurred throughout the Fall of 2013 
and has resulted in the mitigation measures outlined below and verbal concurrence with the de minimis use 
finding. MTA and FTA will continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC to develop the mitigation in more detail 
throughout the design and construction phases of the project. 


Mitigation and Minimization 


In coordination with M-NCPPC-Montgomery County Department of Parks, MTA has agreed to provide 
replacement parkland to mitigate the permanent use of land at Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park. MTA will 
consolidate its mitigation for permanent use of parkland in Montgomery County at a single site adjacent to 
New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. MTA will continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC- 
Montgomery County Department of Parks regarding the design and implementation of this mitigation plan. 


MTA will minimize impacts on Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park by constructing retaining walls to limit the 
land area required for grading and vegetation removal, selectively clear trees in the work area to minimize 
tree loss, and stabilize temporarily disturbed stream banks. Specifically, MTA will work with M-NCPPC- 
Montgomery County Department of Parks as the project moves forward to identify significant or champion 
trees in the construction area. Trees to be preserved will be marked with protective fencing to avoid impacts 
or removal during construction. In addition, MTA would build its construction access road to the south of 
Wayne Avenue on an existing Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) utility easement to 
minimize tree removal. MTA will plant trees within Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, where reasonable and 
feasible to mitigate tree loss that occurs as a result of the proposed project. MTA will replace guardrail, 
signs, and other existing structures on park land it disturbs with new structures designed to match the 
existing elements in the park. 





Upon completion of the Purple Line, approximately 0.04 acre of property currently owned by Montgomery 
County Department of Public Works abutting the park will be converted to green space. 


A work group will be formed between M-NCPPC and MTA to further study and recommend appropriate 
design and mitigation for the stream realignment at Sligo Creek with the goal of ensuring long-term stability 
and reducing stress on the stream. The group will work together, hold field visits, and coordinate with the 
appropriate resource agencies to gain approval for the recommended improvements. The work group will 
collect and assess data on the competing issues in the area including a downstream project by WSSC, 
specimen trees, existing utilities, floodplain connectivity, structural requirements for the new bridge, stream 
hydraulics, and existing habitat. They will also consider the effects of widening the bridge to accommodate 
a wider Green Trail. Finally, the work group will weigh the cost (impacts and financial) and benefits of the 
proposals and recommend specific mitigation. The final recommended mitigation measure is contingent 


upon approval from the regulatory agencies. 


MTA is committed to designing an environmentally sensitive stream crossing when designing the Wayne 
Avenue bridge. The bridge will be designed to provide the least amount of environmental impact and 
improve the hydraulics of Sligo Creek through the proposed project area. Sligo Creek will be realigned as 
part of the bridge replacement. 


Other mitigation includes: 


e MTA will maintain access to recreational facilities, including the existing playground within 
Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park and Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail during 
construction. 

e Impacts to significant trees will be avoided within the park, where practicable. 

e MTA will design sidewalk improvements along Wayne Avenue to meet ADA requirements. 

e MTA will complete the design and construction of the proposed Green Trail, to be funded by 
Montgomery County Department of Public Works, and constructed in conjunction with the 
Purple Line. 

e MTA will restore the parking lot west of the stream to a condition equal to or better than the 
existing condition. 
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Attachment B: Detailed Park Impact Map 
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Ms. Mary R. Bradford, Director of Parks 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
Montgomery County Department of Parks 

9500 Brunett Avenue 

Silver Spring, MD 20901 


RE: MTA Purple Line Project: Section 4(f) De Minimis Impact Determination on the 
Long Branch Stream Valley Park, Montgomery County, Maryland 


Dear Ms. Bradford: 


The purpose of this letter is to seek your concurrence, as the official with jurisdiction over the Long 
Branch Stream Valley Park, with Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) de minimis impact 
determination for this property pursuant to Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation 
Act of 1966, now codified at 49 U.S.C. 303 et seq. and implemented in 23 CFR Part 774. 


The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), in cooperation with FTA as the lead Federal agency, 
has prepared a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the 
Purple Line project (project). MTA and FTA provided public notice of the proposed project and 
opportunity for public comment on our intent to make a de minimis impact determination for the 
Long Branch Stream Valley Park during the FEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation public comment 
period that ended on October 21, 2013. No comments were received during the public comment 
period on FTA’s intent to make a de minimis impact determination for Long Branch Stream Valley 


Park. 


The project would be aligned in the median of Piney Branch Road, just north of Long Branch 
Stream Valley Park. MTA would permanently use 0.11 acre from the 41-acre Park to widen Piney 
Branch Road to accommodate the transitway, lengthen the existing culvert conveying Long Branch 
under Piney Branch Road, reconstruct sidewalks along the roadway, and improve signalized 
pedestrian crossings along Piney Branch Road, which would benefit Long Branch Trail users 
wanting to cross Piney Branch Road. No park amenities would be affected by the proposed 
project. The roadway widening is primarily to the south to minimize impacts to the access 
driveway of Long Branch Community Center to the north, the portion of the Long Branch Trail 
within the park, and the businesses east and west of the park. The portion of the park to be 
permanently used is undeveloped and wooded. See Enclosure 1 for details on the mitigation 
commitments for this park and Attachments A and B, which show overviews of the project and 


park. 


The culvert that conveys Long Branch Stream beneath Piney Branch Road would be lengthened, 
and a new parallel pipe would be constructed to better convey the stream and mitigate flooding. 
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The headwalls and wingwalls associated with the proposed culvert extension and new pipe would 
be raised to accommodate future sidewalk widening to 10 feet without the need for further culvert 
extension. New guardrails, signs, railings, or other structures on Piney Branch Road within the 
Park would match existing elements throughout the park, as reasonably feasible. 


MTA would temporarily use 0.36 acre of park property for access to the work area along Piney 
Branch Road. This work area is necessary to enable construction of the widened roadway and 
culvert extension. The temporary work area is currently wooded and undeveloped. Most of the 
construction would occur from Piney Branch Road in order to minimize impacts to the park. Some 
tree removal would be necessary within the park along Piney Branch Road and the stream adjacent 
to the road for grading. MTA will remove invasive species within its construction work area and 
replant the disturbed area. 


Long Branch Local Park is located to the north side of Piney Branch Road. Therefore, the culvert 
extension would affect both parks. If specific work activities in Long Branch Stream Valley Park 
necessitate work or access through Long Branch Local Park, MTA will avoid affecting park access 
and parking within Long Branch Local Park during construction within Long Branch Stream 
Valley Park during June and July to minimize operational impacts to Long Branch Community 
Center. 


FTA’s intent to make a de minimis impact determination was discussed at several coordination 
meetings between MTA’s Purple Line Team and M-NCPPC- Montgomery County Department of 
Parks, beginning in January 2012. These meetings were established for coordination purposes on 
the project and have led to the incorporation of specific avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
measures to reduce the impact to the M-NCPPC owned parks within the proposed project corridor. 
Coordination between MTA and M-NCPPC is ongoing and will continue and replacement land has 
been identified adjacent to the New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park which will serve as 
mitigation for the use of parkland throughout Montgomery County. MTA will consolidate its 
mitigation for permanent use of parkland in Montgomery County at a single site adjacent to New 
Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. 


FTA has determined that the project would not adversely affect or otherwise restrict the public’s 
use of the existing resources nor will it adversely affect the features, attributes, or activities - 
playgrounds, athletic field, picnic areas, natural areas, and a paved recreational/commuter trail - 
that make the Long Branch Stream Valley Park eligible for protection under Section 4(f) . 
Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.5, M-NCPPC- Montgomery County Department of Parks must concur in 
writing to FTA stating that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes 
that make the property eligible for protection under Section 4(f). A concurrence clause is provided 
at the end of this letter for this purpose. If M-NCPPC objects to the proposed Section 4(f) de 
minimis impact determination, FTA will require a formal Section 4(f) evaluation. 
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We respectfully request your reply to this matter within two weeks of receipt of this letter. We 
look forward to continuing our successful working relationship with you and should you have any 
questions or need additional information, please feel free to contact Mr. Timothy Lidiak, 
Community Planner, at (215) 656-7084, or Mr. Daniel Koenig, Environmental Protection 
Specialist, at (202) 219-3528, 


Sincerely, 


. re, A “a 
Joshua f 
f Va 


Brigid Hynes-Cherin 
Regional Administrator‘ 


cc: Michael Madden, MTA 
John Newton, MTA 


CONCURRENCE: 

We, the undersigned, concur that the existing activities, features, and attributes at Long Branch 
Stream Valley Park would not be adversely impacted by the proposed Purple Line; the right-of- 
way impacts of the Purple Line to the park would be minimal; permanent use of land would be 
limited to widening Piney Branch Road and extending the culvert; temporary access to the work 
area would be located along Piney Branch Road; and the project would include reconstructing 
sidewalks and providing signalized pedestrian crossing improvements along Piney Branch Road; 
the MTA will coordinate with M-NCPPC-Montgomery County Department of Parks to provide 
replacement parkland, remove invasive species and replant the work area, and avoid construction 
activity effects on park access and parking at Long Branch Local Park during June and July; and 
therefore, we agree that the Purple Line’s proposed use of portions of the park meet the criteria for 
a de minimis impact determination under Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303 et 
seq.). 


| / 
Mary R. Bradford, Director of Parks 12/17/2013 


Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Date 
Commission, Montgomery County Department of Parks 





Enclosure 1 
Long Branch Stream Valley Park Coordination and Minimization and Mitigation Measures 


Coordination Activities 


Beginning in January 2012, MTA and M-NCPPC’s Montgomery County Department of Parks staff 
met several times to discuss the proposed Purple Line and the potential impacts it would have on 
the Long Branch Stream Valley Park. Specific meeting dates were January 25, 2012, May 16, 
2012, November 21, 2012, February 1, 2013, and February 26, 2013. In addition to discussing 
anticipated impacts, staff discussed avoidance measures and ways to minimize and mitigate 
impacts to the park. The minimization and mitigation measures discussed at these meetings were 
intended to reduce the potential impacts to the park to the maximum extent practicable and provide 
replacement parkland. At the May 16, 2012 meeting, the M-NCPPC concurred that the proposed 
project would not adversely affect the Long Branch Stream Valley Park. Additional coordination 
occurred throughout the Fall of 2013 and has resulted in the mitigation measures outlined below 
and verbal concurrence with the de minimis use finding. MTA and FTA will continue to 
coordinate with M-NCPPC to develop the mitigation in more detail throughout the design and 
construction phases of the project. 


Mitigation and Minimization 


In coordination with M-NCPPC-Montgomery County Department of Parks, MTA has agreed to 
provide replacement parkland to mitigate the permanent use of land at the Long Branch Stream 
Valley Park. MTA will consolidate its mitigation for permanent use of parkland in Montgomery 
County at a single site adjacent to New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. MTA will continue 
to coordinate with M-NCPPC-Montgomery County Department of Parks regarding the design and 
implementation of this mitigation plan. 


A work group will be formed between M-NCPPC and MTA to further study and recommend 
appropriate design and mitigation at Long Branch with the goal of enhancing long-term stream 
stability and improving the health of the resource. The group will work together, hold field visits, 
and coordinate with the appropriate resource agencies to gain approval for the recommended 
improvements. The work group will collect and assess data on the health of downstream resources 
and the presence of fish and other species. While an existing gravity sewer line under the existing 
culvert limits the ability to lower the culvert, the work group will study the viability of raising the 
stream to facilitate fish passage. They will also review the capacity of the planned conveyance and 
study appropriate stream improvements upstream and downstream of the road crossing. Finally, the 
work group will weigh the cost (impacts and financial) and benefits of the proposals and 
recommend specific mitigation. The final recommended mitigation measure is contingent upon 
approval from the regulatory agencies. 


MTA is committed to designing an environmentally sensitive stream crossing with the goal of 
maximizing capacity and reducing stream velocity. Early in the coordination process, M-NCPPC 
stated that there are issues within Long Branch Stream Valley Park with invasive plant species. 
Invasive species will be removed in the immediate project area and a management plan will be 
developed for review by M-NCPPC. Areas that are cleared as a result of invasive species removal 
would be replanted with native vegetation. 


Other mitigation includes: 


e MTA will maintain access to Long Branch Trail during construction. 

e Impacts to significant trees will be avoided within the park, where reasonably feasible. 

e MTA will design sidewalk improvements along Piney Branch Road to meet ADA 
requirements. The headwalls and wingwalls associated with the proposed culvert 
extension and new pipe would be raised to accommodate future sidewalk widening to 
10 feet without impacting the need for additional culvert extension. 

e If specific work activities in Long Branch Stream Valley Park necessitate work or access 
through Long Branch Local Park, MTA will avoid affecting park access and parking 
within Long Branch Local Park during construction within Long Branch Stream Valley 
Park during June and July to minimize operational impacts to Long Branch Community 
Center. 





Attachment A: Purple Line Project Alignment and Section 4(f) Resources Overview Map 
Attachment B: Detailed Park Impact Map 
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Administration 


Ms. Mary R. Bradford, Director of Parks 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
Montgomery County Department of Parks 

9500 Brunett Avenue 

Silver Spring, MD 20901 


RE: MTA Purple Line Project: Section 4(f) De Minimis Impact Determination on the New 
Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park, Montgomery County, Maryland 


Dear Ms. Bradford: 


The purpose of this letter is to seek your concurrence, as the official with jurisdiction over the New 
Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park, with the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) de minimis impact 
determination for this public park property pursuant to Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966, now codified at 49 U.S.C. 303 et seq. and implemented in 23 CFR Part 774. 


The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), in cooperation with FTA as the lead Federal agency, has 
prepared a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Purple 
Line project (project). MTA and FTA provided public notice of the proposed project and opportunity for 
public comment on our intent to make a de minimis impact determination for the New Hampshire Estates 
Neighborhood Park during the FEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation public comment period that ended on 
October 21, 2013. No comments were received during the public comment period on FTA’s intent to make 
a de minimis impact determination for the New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. 


MTA’s Purple Line project would be aligned in the median of Piney Branch Road. The alignment would. 
turn right onto University Boulevard, where it would be aligned within the median. Directly east of the 
Piney Branch Road-University Boulevard intersection, the Piney Branch Station would be constructed 
within the median. MTA would permanently use approximately 0.20 acre of the 4.7 acre New Hampshire 
Estates Neighborhood Park to widen University Boulevard to accommodate the dedicated transitway and 
station, while maintaining two lanes of traffic eastbound and three lanes westbound on University 
Boulevard, as well as turn lanes. Park amenities affected by the proposed project would include some 
sitting areas and aesthetic features, such as landscaped structures, artwork and decorative bricks adjacent to 
University Boulevard, as well as an existing parking lot that would be removed during construction. See 
Enclosure 1 for details on the mitigation commitments for this park and Attachments A and B, which show 
overviews of the project and park. 


The project would temporarily use approximately 0.35 acre of the park to undertake the roadway widening 
and stream and culvert upgrades. The park land used temporarily includes grassy and landscaped areas, 
paved walkways, and an existing parking lot. MTA would provide temporary parking and park access 
during construction directly to the north of the park behind its proposed staging area in the southeast 
quadrant of the Piney Branch Road/University Boulevard intersection. 


FTA’s intent to make a de minimis impact determination was stated at coordination meetings between the 
Purple Line Team and M-NCPPC- Montgomery County Department of Parks, beginning in January 2012. 
These meetings were established for coordination purposes on the project and have led to the incorporation 
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of specific avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to reduce the impact to the M-NCPPC owned 
parks within the proposed project corridor, Coordination between MTA and M-NCPPC is ongoing and will 
continue; however replacement land has been identified adjacent to the New Hampshire Estates 

Neighborhood Park which will serve as mitigation for the use of parkland throughout Montgomery County. 


The FTA has determined that the Purple Line would not adversely affect or otherwise restrict the public’s 
use of the existing resources nor will it adversely affect the features, attributes, or activities - playgrounds, 
athletic field, picnic areas, and aesthetic features - that make the New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood 
Park eligible for protection under Section 4(f). Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.5, M-NCPPC- Montgomery County 
Department of Parks must concur in writing to FTA stating that the project will not adversely affect the 
activities, features, or attributes that make the property eligible for Section 4(f) protection as a park. A 
concurrence clause is provided at the end of this letter for this purpose. If M-NCPPC objects to or if 
comments raise new concerns about the proposed Section 4(f) de minimis impact determination, FTA will 
require a formal Section 4(f) evaluation. 


We respectfully request your reply to this matter within two weeks of receipt of this letter. We look forward 
to continuing our successful working relationship with you and should you have any questions or need 
additional information, please feel free to contact Mr. Timothy Lidiak, Community Planner, at (215) 656- 
7084, or Mr. Daniel Koenig, Environmental Protection Specialist, at (202) 219-3528. 


Sincerely, 


egg hfeer le 


Brigid Hynes-Cherin 
Regional Administrator 


ce! Michael Madden, MTA 
John Newton, MTA 


CONCURRENCE: 

We, the undersigned, concur that the existing activities, features, and attributes at the New Hampshire 
Estates Neighborhood Park would not be adversely impacted by the proposed Purple Line; the right-of-way 
impacts of the Purple Line to the park would be minimal; temporary impacts would be minor and would be 
limited to property needed to undertake the roadway widening and stream and culvert upgrades; MTA 
would provide replacement parkland adjacent to the park; and therefore, we agree that the Purple Line’s 
proposed use of portions of the park meet the criteria for a de minimis impact determination under Section 
4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303 et seq.). 


Mange ) 
Mary R. Bradford, Director of Parks 12/17/2013 


Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Date 
Commission, Montgomery County Department of Parks 





Enclosure 1 
New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park Coordination and Minimization and Mitigation 
Measures 


Coordination Activities 


Beginning in January 2012, MTA and M-NCPPC’s Montgomery County Department of Parks staff met 
several times to discuss the proposed Purple Line and the potential impacts it would have on the New 
Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. Specific meeting dates were January 25, 2012, May 16, 2012, 
November 21, 2012, February 1, 2013, and February 26, 2013. In addition to discussing anticipated 
impacts, staff discussed avoidance measures and ways to minimize and mitigate impacts to the Park. The 
minimization and mitigation measures discussed at these meetings were intended to reduce the potential 
impacts to the park to the maximum extent practicable and provide replacement parkland. The minimization 
and mitigation measures agreed upon at these agency coordination meetings are provided below. At the 
February 1, 2013 meeting, the M-NCPPC determined that the proposed project would not adversely affect 
the New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. Additional coordination occurred throughout the Fall of 
2013 and has resulted in the mitigation measures outlined below and verbal concurrence with FTA’s intent 
to make a de minimis use finding. MTA and FTA will continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC to develop 
the mitigation in more detail throughout the design and construction phases of the project. 


Mitigation and Minimization 


To minimize impacts, MTA would eliminate the space between the expanded roadway curb and sidewalk 
and implement a closed drainage system. In addition, MTA would address a drainage issue on the eastern 
edge of the park by upgrading an existing stormwater culvert and grading the associated stream for a short 
distance. New guardrails, signs, railings or other structures on University Boulevard within or adjacent to 
the park would match existing park elements, as reasonably feasible. 


In coordination with M-NCPPC-Montgomery County Department of Parks, MTA has agreed to provide 
replacement parkland to mitigate the permanent use of land at the New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood 
Park. MTA will consolidate its mitigation for permanent use of parkland in Montgomery County at a single 
site adjacent to the New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. M-NCPPC-Montgomery County 
Department of Parks would accommodate the replacement land in their future redevelopment plan for the 
park. MTA will continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC-Montgomery County Department of Parks 
regarding the design and implementation of this mitigation plan and effects on park amenities. 


Additional mitigation includes: 


e MTA will maintain access to the park during construction including temporary parking and 

access, as appropriate. 

e MTA will provide a functional interim condition, for review and approval of M-NCPPC- 

Montgomery County Department of Parks, for the park prior to its planned redevelopment. 

e MTA will design sidewalk improvements along University Boulevard to meet ADA 

requirements. 

e MTA will not construct stormwater management facilities within the boundaries of the Park 
(beyond the retrofit of the existing drainage ditch). 








Attachment A: Purple Line Project Alignment and Section 4(f) Resources Overview Map 
Attachment B: Detailed Park Impact Map 
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Ms. Eileen Nivera 

Planner-Coordinator / Park Planning and Development Division 
Prince George’s Department of Parks and Recreation 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
6600 Kenilworth Avenue 

Riverdale, Maryland 20737 


RE: MTA Purple Line Project: Section 4(f) De Minimis Impact Determination on the 
Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail, Prince George’s 
County, Maryland 


Dear Ms, Nivera: | 


The purpose of this letter is to seek your concurrence, as the official with jurisdiction over the 
Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail, with the Federal Transit 
Administration’s (FTA) de minimis impact determination for this public park property pursuant 
to Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966, now codified at 49 U.S.C. 
303 et seq. and implemented in 23 CFR Part 774. 


The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), in cooperation with FTA as the lead Federal 
agency, has prepared a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Section 4(f) 
Evaluation for the Purple Line Project (project). MTA and FTA provided a public notice of the 
project and opportunity for public comment on our intent to make a de minimis impact 
determination for the Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail during 
the FEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation public comment period that ended on October 21, 2013. 
No comments were received during the public comment period on FTA’s intent to make a de 
minimis impact determination for the Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest 
Branch Trail, 


The project would be aligned in the median of University Boulevard. MTA would permanently 
use 0.8 acres of the 510-acre Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail 
to widen University Boulevard to accommodate the proposed project and replace the existing 
bridge over the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River with a new, wider bridge to 
accommodate the transitway. The permanent use would be confined to an area along and 
adjacent to University Boulevard where the parkland is grassy or wooded and undeveloped. See 
Enclosure 1 for details on the mitigation commitments for this park and Attachments A and B, 
which show overviews of the project and park. 
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The main access to the park from West Park Drive would remain unchanged. Access to other 
portions of the park would change with the permanent closure of the median on University 
Boulevard between West Park Drive and Adelphi Road, eliminating left-turning movements. 

The median closure is necessitated by the Purple Line using the median and the prohibition of 
unsignalized turns across the transitway. Vehicles traveling west on University Boulevard would 
have to make a U-turn at West Park Drive to access the existing playground within Northwest 
Branch Stream Valley Park, east of Lane Manor Community Recreation and Aquatic Center. 
Eastbound vehicles would have to make a U-turn at Adelphi Road to access the archery range 
located to the north of University Boulevard and west of Temple Street. 


MTA would temporarily use 3.45 acres of park property to access the work area and address 
drainage issues. These activities are intended to improve the water quality of and drainage flows 
to the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River. The Northwest Branch Trail would be 
temporarily relocated from the eastern side to the western side of West Park Drive during 
construction. Access to the trail and park facilities would be maintained during construction. 


The Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River would be temporarily impacted approximately 125 
feet upstream to 125 feet downstream of University Boulevard to temporarily divert the stream 
while the new University Boulevard bridge is built and grading refinements are made to the 
stream channel north of University Boulevard. These refinements would provide positive 
drainage to the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River and the existing swale that conveys 
stormwater from University Boulevard to the stream. These actions would require temporary 
construction easements. 


FTA’s intent to make a de minimis impact determination was discussed during a series of 
coordination meetings between FTA, MTA, and M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department 
of Parks and Recreation that began in January of 2012. These meetings were established for 
coordination purposes on the project and have led to the incorporation of greater avoidance, 
minimization, and mitigation measures to reduce the impact from the project . Coordination 
between MTA and M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of Parks and Recreation is 
ongoing and will continue. MTA will enter into a land exchange agreement with M-NCPPC- 
Prince George’s County Department of Parks and Recreation as mitigation for use of land within 
the Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail. 


FTA has determined that the project would not adversely affect or otherwise restrict the public’s 
use of Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail, and the project would 
not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes--playgrounds, athletic fields and courts, 
communily centers and trails--that make the Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and 
Northwest Branch Trail eligible for Section 4(f) protection as a park. Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.5, 
M-NCPPC- Prince George’s County Department of Parks and Recreation must concur in writing 
to FTA stating that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes that 
make the property eligible for Section 4(f) protection as a park. A concurrence clause is 
provided at the end of this letter for this purpose. If M-NCPPC objects to or if comments raise 
new concerns about the proposed Section 4(f) de minimis impact determination, FTA will require 
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a formal Section 4(f) evaluation. 


We respectfully request your reply to this matter within two weeks of receipt of this letter. We 
look forward to continuing our successful working relationship with you and should you have 
any questions or need additional information, please feel free to contact Mr. Timothy Lidiak, 
Community Planner, at (215) 656-7084, or Mr. Daniel Koenig, Environmental Protection 
Specialist, at (202) 219-3528. 


Sincerely, 


[rab fie ch - 


Brigid Hynes-Cherin 
Regional Administrator 





Ce: Michael Madden, MTA 
John Newton, MTA 
Mike Weil, NCPC 


CONCURRENCE: 

We, the undersigned, concur that the existing activities, features, or attributes at Northwest 
Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail would not be adversely impacted by the 
proposed Purple Line; the right-of-way impacts of the Purple Line to the park would be minimal; 
impacts would be minor and would be limited to widening University Boulevard to 
accommodate the proposed Purple Line and to replacing the existing bridge over the Northwest 
Branch of the Anacostia River with a new, wider bridge to match the wider roadway; and the 
MTA will coordinate with M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of Parks and 
Recreation regarding providing replacement parkland and will replace disturbed guiderails, 
signs, and other structures within the park it disturbs. Therefore, we agree that the Purple Line’s 
proposed permanent and temporary use of portions of the park meet the criteria for a de minimis 
impact determination under Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303 et seq.). 


ely. 


ate 





Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
Prince George’s Department of Parks and Recreation 











Enclosure 1 (revised 12/16/13 to incorporate M-NCPPC, Department of Parks and 
Recreation, comments) 


Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail Coordination and 
Minimization and Mitigation Measures 


Coordination Activities 

On January 6, 2012, August 7, 2012, October 8, 2012, and March 15, 2013 meetings, MTA met 
with the M-NCPPC’s Prince George’s Department of Recreation and Parks (DPR) to discuss the 
proposed Purple Line and the potential impacts it would have on the Northwest Branch Stream 
Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail. MTA discussed with you FTA’s intent to make a de 
minimis impact determination for these properties. During the initial meetings, the potential use 
of portions of the park and trail by the Purple Line was discussed, and the M-NCPPC requested 
additional information as to the nature of potential impacts. Since that time, refinements have 
been made to the design that would minimize impacts to the park. After the August 7, 2012 
meeting, the M-NCPPC determined that the proposed project would not adversely affect the 
Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail. M-NCPPC re-affirmed this 
determination at the October 2012 meeting. In addition to discussing anticipated impacts, staff 
from MTA and M-NCPPC discussed avoidance measures and ways to minimize and mitigate 
impacts to the park and trail. Additional coordination occurred in the Fall of 2013 and has 
resulted in the mitigation measures outlined below and verbal concurrence with the de minimis 
use finding. MTA and FTA will continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC to develop the 
mitigation in more detail throughout the design and construction phases of the project. 


Summary of Work within Northeast Branch Trail 
MTA will permanently and temporally use land from Northwest Branch Trail as summarized 


below: 

e The project would be aligned in the median of University Boulevard. MTA would 
permanently use 0.8 acres of the 510-acre Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and 
Northwest Branch Trail to widen University Boulevard to accommodate the proposed 
project and replace the existing bridge over the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River 
with a new, wider bridge to accommodate the transitway. The permanent use would be 
confined to an area along and adjacent to University Boulevard where the parkland is 
grassy or wooded and undeveloped. 

e The main access to the park from West Park Drive would remain unchanged. Access to 
other portions of the park would change with the permanent closure of the median on 
University Boulevard between West Park Drive and Adelphi Road, eliminating left- 
turning movements. The median closure is necessitated by the Purple Line using the 
median and the prohibition of unsignalized turns across the transitway. Vehicles 
traveling west on University Boulevard would have to make a U turn at West Park Drive 
to access the existing playground within Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park, east of 
Lane Manor Community Recreation and Aquatic Center. Eastbound vehicles would have 
to make a U turn at Adelphi Road to access the archery range located to the north of 
University Boulevard and west of Temple Street. 

¢ MTA would temporarily use 3.45 acres of park property to access the work area and 
address drainage issues. These activities are intended to improve the water quality of and 
drainage flows to the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River. The Northwest Branch 
Trail would be temporarily relocated from the eastern side to the western side of West 


Park Drive during construction. Access to the trail and park facilities would be 
maintained during construction. 

e The Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River would be temporarily impacted 
approximately 125 feet upstream to 125 feet downstream of University Boulevard to 
temporarily divert the stream while the new University Boulevard bridge is built and 
grading refinements are made to the stream channel north of University Boulevard. These 
refinements would provide positive drainage to the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia 
River and the existing swale that conveys stormwater from University Boulevard to the 
stream. These actions would require temporary construction easements. 


Mitigation and Minimization 
MTA will implement the following mitigation commitments: 

1) MTA shail prepare the appropriate technical documentation and provide 
administrative support to obtain approvals from the National Capital Planning 
Commission for disposals of Capper—Cramton funded parkland and from Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources for Program Open Space funded parkland. 

2) MTA shall enter into a Right of Entry/Land Exchange Agreement with DPR 
regarding the permanent disposal of parkland, its replacement and temporary use of 
park property. In consultation with DPR, mitigation for park impacts throughout 
Prince George’s County may be consolidated in one or more locations as approved by 
the regulating agencies. The financial valuation and compensation of the permanent 
and temporary uses will be determined though an approved appraisal process between 
DPR and MTA following all applicable Federal and State laws and practices. 

3) MTA and the FTA shall continue to coordinate with DPR to minimize impacts to the 
Park and develop mitigation in more detail throughout the design and construction 
phases of the Project including the following: 

a. MTA shall assist DPR with the identification of replacement parkland to 
mitigate the permanent use of parkland. 

b. MTA shall determine if Tree Conservation Plan (TCP) 2-119-92 and TCP 2- 
032-13 are affected by the proposed construction in the Park, revise the TCPs 
as necessary, and provide mitigation as required by the plan revision. 

c. Inconsultation with DPR, MTA shall replace disturbed guiderails, signs and 
other existing structures that are disturbed within the Park with new structures 
that match existing elements within the Park, where reasonably feasible and 
disturbed parkland shall be fully restored. 

d. MTA shall coordinate with DPR on the development of the landscape plan, 
include those plans within the Project plans and specifications for review and 
approval by DPR at major milestones during the project development process, 
and implement the landscape plan. The landscape plan shall include: 

i. An invasive species management plan to help ensure the success of 
proposed plantings. The management plan will identify the presence 
of invasive species in all areas where vegetation will be disturbed and 
develop a two-year invasive species avoidance and removal program 
within the project limits. 

ii. Identification of specimen or champion trees. 

iii. Limits of selective tree clearing. 

iv. Establishment of tree protection buffer zone that will be indicated on 
the plans and marked in the field to protect significant or champion 


trees. 

v. Landscaping or reforestation within areas cleared in the Park for 

construction 
vi. Preference given to approved native plant species. 

e. Coordinate design and construction with Prince George’s County Northwest 

Branch stream restoration project under the Watershed Implementation Plan. 
4) To minimize construction impacts on the Park, MTA shall: 

a. Provide appropriate barriers, signage and notification of construction activities 
to inform and keep the public safe. 

b. Maintain safe access to Park facilities for daily use. This includes keeping the 
driveways open to Lane Manor Park east of Northwest Branch and into the 
archery range in Adelphi Manor Park. The walking trail around the Duck 
Pond in University Hills Park shall be kept open and safe from adjacent 
grading operations. 

c. Coordinate the construction schedule with DPR to avoid impacts to events 
scheduled in the Park including the annual Hispanic Festival in September 
with up to 15,000 people in attendance. 

d. Provide advance notification and on-site signage to provide a safe detour of 
the Northwest Branch Trail during construction. The temporary trail shall 
meet current Americans with Disabilities guidelines and best practices, such 
as the AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities. 

e. Address several drainage and water quality issues along University Boulevard 
by: 

i. Relocating existing drainage ditches located between West Park Drive 
and Temple Street that convey stormwater to the Northwest Branch. 

ii. Construct a retaining wall near the eastern end of an existing drainage 
ditch in Adelphi Manor Park to maintain the ditch and avoid disturbing 
the embankment that supports the existing pond. 

f.Restore work areas temporarily disturbed during construction. 


CONCURRENCE: 

We, the undersigned, concur that the existing activities, features, or attributes at Northwest 
Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail would not be adversely impacted by the 
proposed Purple Line; the right-of-way impacts of the Purple Line to the park would be minimal; 
impacts would be minor and would be limited to widening University Boulevard to 
accommodate the proposed Purple Line and to replacing the existing bridge over the Northwest 
Branch of the Anacostia River with a new, wider bridge to match the wider roadway; and the 
MTA will coordinate with M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of Parks and 
Recreation regarding providing replacement parkland and will replace disturbed guiderails, 
signs, and other structures within the park it disturbs. Therefore, we agree that the Purple Line’s 
proposed permanent and temporary use of portions of the park meet the criteria for a de minimis 
impact determination under Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303 et seq.). 


= é — 4 ‘2 
Mr. J Gathers 


Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission Date 
Prince George’s Department of Parks and Recreation 


Attachment A: Purple Line Project Alignment and Section 4(f) Resources Overview Map 
Attachment B: Proposed Permanent and Temporary impacts of the Purple Line project upon the 
Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park and Northwest Branch Trail 
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Administration Nov 27 200 


Ms. Eileen Nivera 

Planner-Coordinator / Park Planning and Development Division 
Prince George’s Department of Parks and Recreation 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
6600 Kenilworth Avenue ; 

Riverdale, Maryland 20737 


RE: MTA Purple Line Project: Section 4(f) De Minimis Impact Determination on the Anacostia 
River Stream Valley Park and Northeast Branch Trail, Prince George’s County, Maryland 


Dear Ms. Nivera: 


The purpose of this letter is to seek your concurrence, as the official with jurisdiction over the Anacostia 
River Stream Valley Park and Northeast Branch Trail, with the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) de 
minimis impact determination for this public park property pursuant to Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department 
of Transportation Act of 1966, now codified at 49 U.S.C, 303 et seq. and implemented in 23 CFR Part 774. 


The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), in cooperation with FTA as the lead Federal agency, has 
prepared a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Purple Line 
Project (project). MTA and FTA provided a public notice of the project and opportunity for public comment 
on our intent to make a de minintis impact determination for the Anacostia River Stream Valley Park and 
Northeast Branch Trail during the FEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation public comment period that ended on 
October 21, 2013. No comments were received during the public comment period on FTA’s intent to make 
ade minimis impact determination for the Anacostia River Stream Valley Park and Northeast Branch Trail. 


The project would be aligned adjacent to and south of River Road. MTA would permanently use 1.36 acres 
. of the 794-acre park abutting River Road to the south and extending from Haig Drive to the end of M- 
NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of Parks and Recreation property, just west of Kenilworth 
Avenue and east of the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River. The land to be permanently used is partly 
grassy and partly wooded and undeveloped. See Enclosure 1 for details on the mitigation commitments for 
this park and Attachments A and B, which show overviews of the project and park. 


MTA’s construction activities would occur primarily to the south of River Road, including a staging and 
storage area for bridge construction. MTA would use a currently undeveloped portion of park land at the 
southeast quadrant of the River Road-Haig Drive/University Research Court intersection as the temporary 
construction staging area. MTA would temporarily use 2.58 acres of park land. 


FTA’s intent to make a de minimis impact determination was discussed during a series of coordination 
meetings between FTA, MTA, and M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of Parks and Recreation 
that began in January of 2012. These meetings were established for coordination purposes on the project 
and have led to the incorporation of specific avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to reduce the 
impact from the project . Coordination between MTA and M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department 
of Parks and Recreation is ongoing and will continue. MTA will enter into a land exchange agreement with 
M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of Parks and Recreation as mitigation for use of land within 
the Anacostia River Stream Valley Park and Northeast Branch Trail. 


Ms. Eileen Nivera 
RE: MTA Purple Line Project 2 


FTA has determined that the project would not adversely affect or otherwise restrict the public’s use of the 
park, including the Northeast Branch Trail, and the project would not adversely affect the activities, 
features, or attributes--playgrounds, athletic fields, and courts, community centers and trails--that make the 
Anacostia River Stream Valley Park and Northeast Branch Trail eligible for Section 4(f) protection as a 
park. Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.5, M-NCPPC- Prince George’s County Department of Parks and Recreation 
must concur in writing to FTA stating that the project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or 
attributes that make the property eligible for Section 4(f) protection as a park. A concurrence clause is 
provided at the end of this letter for this purpose. If M-NCPPC objects to or if comments raise new 
concerns about the proposed Section 4(f) de minimis impact determination, FTA will require a formal 
Section 4(f) evaluation. 


We respectfully request your reply to this matter within two weeks of receipt of this letter. We look forward 
to continuing our successful working relationship with you and should you have any questions or need 
additional information, please feel free to contact Mr. Timothy Lidiak, Community Planner, at (215) 656- 
7084, or Mr. Daniel Koenig, Environmental Protection Specialist, at (202) 219-3528. 


Sincerely, 


Brigid Aynes-Cherin 


Regional Administrator 





ce: Michael Madden, MTA 
John Newton, MTA 
Mike Weil, NCPC 

CONCURRENCE: 


We, the undersigned, concur that the existing activities, features, or attributes at Anacostia River Stream 
Valley Park and Northeast Branch Trail would not be adversely impacted by the proposed Purple Line; the 
right-of-way impacts of the Purple Line to the park would be minimal; impacts would be minor and would 
be limited to constructing the proposed transitway south of River Road; relocating the unnamed trail 
connection to Kenilworth Avenue, providing a temporary construction staging area; replacing the current 
traffic circle along River Road with a signalized intersection; and the MTA will coordinate with M-NCPPC- 
Prince George’s County Department of Parks and Recreation regarding providing replacement parkland and 
will replace disturbed guiderails, signs, and other structures within the park it disturbs. Therefore, we agree 
that the Purple Line’s proposed permanent and temporary use of portions of the park meet the criteria for a 
de minimis impact determination under Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303 et seq.). 


LIP-YUS 
D 


ate 





land-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
Prince George’s Department of Parks and Recreation 





Enclosure 1 (revised 12/16/13 to incorporate M-NCPPC, Department of Parks and Recreation, 
comments) 


Anacostia River Stream Valley Park and Northeast Branch Trail Coordination and Minimization and 
Mitigation Measures 


Coordination Activities 

On January 6, 2012, June 7, 2012, October 8, 2012, and March 15, 2013, MTA met with the M-NCPPC’s 
Prince George’s Department of Recreation and Parks (DPR) to discuss the proposed Purple Line and the 
potential impacts it would have on the Anacostia River Stream Valley Park and Northeast Branch Trail. 
MTA discussed with you FTA’s intent to make a de minimis impact determination for these properties. 
During the January 6 and June 7 meetings, the potential use of portions of the park and trail by the Purple 
Line was discussed, and the M-NCPPC requested additional information as to the nature of potential 
impacts. Since that time, refinements have been made to the design that would minimize impacts to the 
park. After the October 8, 2012 meeting, the M-NCPPC determined that the proposed project would not 
adversely affect the Anacostia River Stream Valley Park or Northeast Branch Trail. In addition to 
discussing anticipated impacts, staff from these respective agencies discussed avoidance measures and ways 
to minimize and mitigate impacts to the Park and Trail. Additional coordination occurred in the Fall of 
2013 and has resulted in the mitigation measures outlined below and verbal concurrence with the de minimis 
use finding. MTA and FTA will continue to coordinate with M-NCPPC to develop the mitigation in more 
detail throughout the design and construction phases of the project. 


Summary of Work MTA will permanently and temporarily use land from Anacostia River Stream Valley 
Park as summarized below: 

e MTA will permanently relocate the unnamed trail connection to Kenilworth Avenue that is 
currently located east of the stream on the south side of River Road. MTA will use 1.36 acres of the 
park abutting River Road to the south and extending from Haig Drive to the end of M-NCPPC- 
Prince George’s County Department of Parks and Recreation property, just west of Kenilworth 
Avenue and east of the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River. The land to be permanently used 
for the trail is partly grassy and partly wooded and undeveloped. Permanent impacts would be a 
result of the proposed trail relocation and the construction of the transitway. 

¢ MTA will remove the traffic circle at the intersection of Haig Drive and University Research Court 
with River Road and replace it with a signalized intersection prior to construction to allow for safe 
pedestrian access and vehicular traffic crossing the Purple Line transitway. 

e MTA’s construction activities will occur primarily to the south of River Road, including a staging 
and storage area for bridge construction. MTA would use 2.58 acres of currently undeveloped park 
land at the southeast quadrant of the River Road-Haig Drive/University Research Court intersection 
as the temporary construction staging area. 


Mitigation and Minimization 
MTA will implement the following mitigation commitments: 


1) MTA shall prepare the appropriate technical documentation and provide administrative support 
to obtain approvals from the National Capital Planning Commission for disposals of Capper— 
Cramton funded parkland and from Maryland Department of Natural Resources for Program 
Open Space funded parkland. 

2) MTA shall enter into a Right of Entry/Land Exchange Agreement with DPR regarding the 
permanent disposal of parkland, its replacement and temporary use of park property. In 
consultation with DPR, mitigation for park impacts throughout Prince George’s County may be 
consolidated in one or more locations as approved by the regulating agencies. The financial 
valuation and compensation of the permanent and temporary uses will be determined though an 
approved appraisal process between DPR and MTA following all applicable Federal and State 


laws and practices. 

3) MTA and the FTA shall continue to coordinate with DPR to minimize impacts to the Park and 
develop mitigation in more detail throughout the design and construction phases of the Project 
that includes the following: 


a. 


b. 


MTA shall assist DPR with the identification of replacement parkland to mitigate the 
permanent use of parkland. 

MTA shall determine if Tree Conservation Plan (TCP) 1-009-90 is affected by the 
proposed construction in the Park, revise the TCP and provide mitigation as required by 
the regulatory agency. 

In consultation with DPR, MTA shall replace disturbed guiderails, signs and other 
existing structures that are disturbed within the Park with new structures that match 
existing elements within the Park, where reasonably feasible and fully restore disturbed 
parkland. 

MTA shall not locate stormwater management facilities within the Park. 

MTA shall construct the proposed Purple Line bridge to the south of River Road at least 
10 feet from the existing River Road bridge to allow ambient light to reach the river, 
Northeast Branch Trail, and vegetation below the structures. 

MTA shall continue to coordinate with DPR regarding the project design and 
development of mitigation measures. This includes the design of the proposed bridge 
as visual amenities in the Park due to its very visible location in the Park and from the 
Northeast Branch Trail. 

MTA shall coordinate with DPR on the development of the landscape pian, include 
those plans within the Project plans and specifications for review and approval by DPR 
at major milestones during the project development process, and implement the 
landscape plan. The landscape plan shall include: 

i. An invasive species management plan to help ensure the success of proposed 
plantings. The management plan will identify the presence of invasive species 
in all areas where vegetation will be disturbed and develop a two-year invasive 
species avoidance and removal program within the project limits. 

ii. Identification of specimen or champion trees. 

iii. Limits of selective tree clearing. 

iv. Establishment of tree protection buffer zone that will be indicated on the plans 

and marked in the field to protect significant or champion trees. 

v. Landscaping or reforestation within areas cleared in the Park for construction 

vi. Preference given to approved native plant species. 
MTA shall permanently relocate the unnamed trail connection to Kenilworth Avenue 
that is currently located east of the Northeast Branch. 
At the intersection of Haig Drive and University Research Court with River Road, 
MTA shall remove the traffic circle and replace it with a signalized intersection prior to 
construction to allow for safe pedestrian access and vehicular traffic crossing of the 
Purple Line transitway. 


4) To minimize construction impacts on the Park, MTA shall: 


a. 


b. 


Provide appropriate barriers, signage and notification of construction activities to 
inform and keep the public safe. 

Maintain safe access to Park facilities every day. This includes keeping Haig Drive and 
the parallel multi-use trail open and safe from adjacent construction operations. 
Coordinate the construction schedule with DPR to avoid impacts to events scheduled in 
the Park. 

Obtain written permission from the University of Maryland to locate the Northeast 
Branch Trail temporary detour through the University Research Park prior to 
construction. If permission is denied and no feasible detour exists, the Northeast Branch 
Trail shall remain open in place during construction with appropriate protections and 


warning signs in place. With a detour, appropriate signage and pavement markings 
shall be provided along the detour and River Road for an at-grade crossing of River 
Road. 

e. Restore the Northeast Branch Trail to its original configuration when the bridge 
construction is completed. 

f. Coordinate with DPR and provide advance notification and on-site signage to provide a 
safe detour to the Northeast Branch Trail during construction. The temporary detour 
shall meet current Americans with Disabilities guidelines and best practices, such as the 
AASHTO Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities. 

g. Upon completion of construction, clear, re-grade and stabilize with grass the 
construction staging area in the Park that will be developed as an active recreational 
facility in the future. 

h. Restore work areas temporarily disturbed during construction. 


CONCURRENCE: 
We, the undersigned, concur that the existing activities, features, or attributes at Anacostia River Stream 


Valley Park and Northeast Branch Trail would not be adversely impacted by the proposed Purple Line; the 
right-of-way impacts of the Purple Line to the park would be minimal; impacts would be minor and would 
be limited to constructing the proposed transitway south of River Road; relocating the unnamed trail 
connection to Kenilworth Avenue, providing a temporary construction staging area; replacing the current 
traffic circle along River Road with a signalized intersection; and the MTA will coordinate with M-NCPPC- 
Prince George’s County Department of Parks and Recreation regarding providing replacement parkland and 
will replace disturbed guiderails, signs, and other structures within the park it disturbs. Therefore, we agree 
that the Purple Line’s proposed permanent and temporary use of portions of the park meet the criteria for a 
de minimis impact determination under Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303 et seq.). 


es Fa fA LL2 lle 
. Ronnie Gathers 


Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission Date 
Prince George’s Department of Parks and Recreation 


Attachment A: Purple Line Project Alignment and Section 4(f) Resources Overview Map 
Attachment B: Proposed Permanent and Temporary impacts of the Purple Line project upon the Anacostia 
River Stream Valley Park and Northeast Branch Trail 
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Administration NOV 27 2013 


Ms. Eileen Nivera 

Planner-Coordinator / Park Planning and Development Division 
Prince George’s Department of Parks and Recreation 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
6600 Kenilworth Avenue 

Riverdale, Maryland 20737 


RE; MTA Purple Line Project: Section 4 (f) Temporary Occupancy Exception Determination for 
West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center, Prince George’s County, Maryland 


Dear Ms. Nivera: 


The purpose of this letter is to seek your concurrence, as the official with jurisdiction over the West Lanham 
Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center, with the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA) temporary 
occupancy exception determination for this property pursuant to Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966, now codified at 49 U.S.C. 303 et seq. and implemented in 23 CFR Part 774. 


The Maryland Transit Administration (MTA), in cooperation with the FTA as the lead Federal agency, has 
prepared a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Purple Line 
project (project). MTA and FTA provided public notice of the proposed project and opportunity for public 
comment on our intent to make a temporary occupancy exception determination for the West Lanham Hills 
Neighborhood Recreation Center during the FEIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation public comment period that 
ended on October 21, 2013. 


Pursuant to 23 C.F.R. 774.3(b), FTA proposes to make a temporary occupancy exception determination 
based on review of the information contained in the FEIS, The project would be aligned along the west side 
of Veterans Parkway. It would cross Veterans Parkway, onto Ellin Road where the transitway would be in a 
mixed use lane. MTA would raise the elevation of Ellin Road approximately one to two feet to meet the 
transitway design criteria. The sidewalks along Ellin Road would be rebuilt. Due to the change in roadway 
elevation and the steep slopes alongside Ellin Road, MTA would re-contour the land immediately adjacent — 
to Ellin Road to meet existing grades. MTA would require a temporary construction easement of 
approximately 0.08 acres on the West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center land to grade the 
slope and associated construction activities alongside Ellin Road. The proposed work area is undeveloped. 
See Enclosure 1 for details on the mitigation commitments for this park and Attachments A and B, which 
show overviews of the project and park. 


MTA expects to complete construction of the slope grading in less time than the overall project construction 
schedule. The proposed work is confined to a small area of the park; the disturbed area will be restored after 
project completion. The proposed project would not result in the closure of West Lanham Hills 
Neighborhood Recreation Center at any time during or after construction. The project would not adversely 
affect the activities, features, or attributes - playground, recreational center, athletic courts, trail, and picnic 
areas - of the park, nor would it adversely affect or otherwise restrict the public’s use of the facilities 
associated with the park. MTA will use a temporary construction easement; no change in ownership of the 
park land will occur, 





Ms, Eileen Nivera 
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Pursuant to 23 C.F.R. 774.3(b) and based on a review of information presented in the FEIS, FTA proposes a 
temporary occupancy exception determination for the project, as it satisfies the five criteria for temporary 
occupancy set forth in 23 CFR 774.13(d). Specifically, (1) the duration of the proposed work is temporary, 
less than the overall project construction period, and no change in property ownership would occur; (2) the 
work is confined to a small area of the park and would result in minimal changes to the park; (3) no 
permanent adverse impacts to the park and no interference with the protected activities, features, or 
attributes of the park would occur; (4) the disturbed land would be fully restored to at least as good 
condition; and (5) the officials with jurisdiction are providing documented agreement to these findings. 


At this time, FTA requests M-NCPPC concurrence with the Section 4(H temporary occupancy exception 
determination for expected temporary impacts to West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center. 
Pursuant to 23 CFR 774.5, if concurring, M-NCPPC must provide a written response to FTA stating that the 
project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes that make the property eligible for 
Section 4(f) protection. A concurrence clause is provided at the end of this letter for this purpose. If M- 
NCPPC objects to or if comments raise new concerns about the proposed Section 4(f) temporary occupancy 
exception determination, FTA will require a formal Section 4(f) evaluation, 


We respectfully request your reply to this matter within two weeks of receipt of this letter. We look forward 
to continuing our successful working relationship with you and should you have any questions or need 
additional information, please feel free to contact Mr. Timothy Lidiak, Community Planner, at (215) 656- 
7084, or Mr. Daniel Koenig, Environmental Protection Specialist, at (202) 219-3528. 


Sincerely, 


(pit lj 


Brigid Hynes-Cherin 
Regional Administrator 


ce: Michael Madden, MTA 
John Newton, MTA 
CONCURRENCE: 


We, the undersigned, concur that the existing activities, features, and attributes at the West Lanham Hills 
Neighborhood Recreation Center would not be adversely impacted by the proposed Purple Line and that the 
Purple Line’s proposed temporary use of a portion of the park meets the criteria for a temporary occupancy 
exception under Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303 et seq.), 
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Enclosure 1 (revised 12/16/13 to incorporate M-NCPPC, Department of Parks and Recreation, 
comments) 

West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center Coordination and Minimization and Mitigation 
Measures 


Coordination Activities 

This letter is a follow up to January 6, 2012, June 7, 2012, October 8, 2012, and March 15, 2013 meetings 
between MTA, the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission’s (M-NCPPC) Prince 
George’s Department of Recreation and Parks, and Prince George’s County Department of Public Works. 
During the initial meeting, no use of the West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center was proposed. 
Since that meeting, refinements have been made to the proposed alignment that would require the temporary 
occupancy of an undeveloped portion of the park. On June 7, 2012, the MTA’s Purple Line Team met with 
M-NCPPC to discuss design refinements along the proposed alignment and discuss potential impacts to the 
park. At the June 7, 2012, October 8, 2012, and March 15, 2013 meetings, the M-NCPPC determined that 
the proposed project would not adversely affect the West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center. 


Summary of Work 
e The project would be aligned along the west side of Veterans Parkway. It would cross Veterans 


Parkway, onto Ellin Road where the transitway would be in a mixed use lane. 

e MTA would raise the elevation of Ellin Road approximately one to two feet to meet the transitway 
design criteria, The sidewalks along Ellin Road would be rebuilt. 

° Due to the change in roadway elevation and the steep slopes alongside Ellin Road, MTA would re- 
contour the land immediately adjacent to Ellin Road to meet existing grades. MTA will raise the 
elevation of Ellin Road approximately one to two feet to meet the transitway design criteria. The 
sidewalks along Ellin Road will be rebuilt due to the change in roadway elevation and the steep 
slopes alongside Ellin Road. 


Minimization and Mitigation 
MTA will implement the following mitigation commitments: 


e MTA will continue coordination with Prince George's County Department of Parks and 
Recreation (DPR) throughout design and construction. 

e MTA will enter into a right of entry agreement with DPR for approximately 0.08 acres on the 
West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center land to grade the slope and associated 
construction activities alongside Ellin Road. The proposed work area is an undeveloped area of the 
park and no change in ownership of the park land will occur. 

° MTA will coordinate with DPR to determine if Tree Conservation Plan (TCP) 2-088-90 is 
affected by the proposed construction in the park, revise the TCP as necessary, and provide 
mitigation as required. 

e MTA will coordinate with DPR to restore the disturbed parkland. Restoration of the disturbed area 
within West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center will be completed after project 
completion. 

e MTA will maintain access to the West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center at all times 
during and after construction: 

o _ The project will not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes - playground, 
recreational center, athletic courts, trail, and picnic areas - of the West Lanham Hills 
Neighborhood Recreation Center and 

o The project will not adversely affect or otherwise restrict the public’s use of the activities, 
features, or attributes of the West Lanham Hills Neighborhood Recreation Center. 


CONCURRENCE: 
We, the undersigned, concur that the existing activities, features, and attributes at the West Lanham Hills 


Neighborhood Recreation Center would not be adversely impacted by the proposed Purple Line and that the 
Purple Line’s proposed temporary use of a portion of the park meets the criteria for a temporary occupancy 
exception under Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303 et seq.). 


Mr. Ronnie Gathers 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission Date 
Prince George’s Department of Parks and Recreation 


Attachment A: Purple Line Project Alignment and Section 4(f) Resources Overview Map 
Attachment B: Detailed Map of Proposed Park Impacts 
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iN REPLY REFER TO: 


L30a(NCR-NACE/EPS) 


March 14, 2014 


Mr. Adam Stephenson 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
Federal Transit Administration 
Office of Planning and Environment 
1200 New Jersey Avenue, SE 
Washington, D.C. 20590 


RE: MTA Purple Line Project: Section 4(f) De Minimis Impact Determination for the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway, Prince George’s County, Maryland 


Dear Mr. Stephenson: 


This letter is in response to your letter dated November 7, 2013, requesting the National Park 
Service’s (NPS) concurrence with the de minimis impact determination for the Maryland Transit 
Administration’s (MTA) Purple Line project. The Purple Line is a proposed 16.2-mile long light 
rail line that would link Bethesda and New Carrollton, in Montgomery and Prince’s George’s 
Counties (respectively) in Maryland. The proposed project corridor crosses the Baltimore- 
Washington Parkway (BW Parkway), and therefore potentially impacts that NPS property, listed 
on the National Register of Historic Places. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA), a model 
agency of the U.S. Department of Transportation, MTA, and Maryland Department of 
Transportation, has released the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and draft Section 
4(f) evaluation for the construction of the Purple Line. 


The NPS has reviewed the draft Section 4(f) evaluation, and submits the following comments in 
accordance with the provisions of the National Transportation Act of 1966, as amended 23 
U.S.C. 138, and 49 U.S.C. 303, referred to as Section 4(f), and the applicable regulations at 23 
C.F.R. 774, and other regulations and guidance. 


As part of the FEIS and draft Section 4(f) process, a number of preliminary concepts were 
developed. Following an evaluation of these concepts, the study was advanced to six build 
alternatives, including Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) alternatives, and Light Rail Transit (LRT) 
alternatives. The alignments for the BRT and LRT alternatives extend the full length of the 
corridor between the Bethesda Metro station and the New Carrollton Metro station. For each 
mode, the alternatives are differentiated from one another mainly by the level of investment that 
would be required for construction (low, medium, or high). Because the alternatives generally 
follow the same alignment, the varying levels of investment offer a comparison of the benefits 
and costs of different elements of the alternatives. 


Of the three build alternatives considered, the Light Rail Transit was identified as being a 
preferred alternative in the FEIS and draft Section 4(f). The preferred alternative will be aligned 
directly south of and parallel to Riverdale Road (MD 410), on two dedicated transit way lanes. 

In coordination with the NPS, FTA would construct two temporary bridges to accommodate 
north and south-bound parkway traffic during construction. These bridges will be constructed on 
the outside of the existing BW Parkway bridges, maintaining two lanes of traffic in each 
direction. The roadway approaches to the bridges will be temporarily shifted to align with the 
temporary bridges. The preferred alternative requires approximately 6.72 acres of BW Parkway 
property for temporary use during construction. Throughout the duration of construction, full 
access to the BW Parkway from Riverdale Road will be maintained. 


The alignment of the preferred alternative along the southern side of Riverdale Road will require 
permanent use of approximately 0.61 acres of property from the BW Parkway. The MTA has 
coordinated with the NPS during refinement of the preferred alternative, including strategies to 
minimize harm to the parkway and its landscape. 


After a thorough study of both the FEIS and draft Section 4(f), the NPS concludes that this 
project will result in either the permanent or temporary uses of Section 4(f) resources, which 
include the following: 


The Baltimore-Washington Parkway (Gladys Noon Spellman Parkway) — The BW 
Parkway was constructed, developed, and administered to be a limited access road 
primarily to provide a protected, safe, and suitable approach for passenger-vehicle traffic 
to the National Capital and for an additional means of access between the several Federal 
establishments adjacent thereto and the seat of government in the District of Columbia. It 
was legislated to be an extension of the park system of the federal city. Encompassing 
nearly 1400 acres and approximately 19 miles long, the NPS portion of the BW Parkway 
(MD 295) (PG: 69-26) was listed in the National Register of Historic Places in 1991. 

The divided parkway extends from Anacostia Park at the Washington DC border, north to 
MD 175 (Jessup Road). For most of its length, the roadway is four lanes wide. Built 
between 1950 and 1954 and opened in 1954, the parkway has a variable-width median 
and is bounded by a buffer of natural forest and landscaped vegetation. The roadway 
follows gently rolling terrain and has modest vistas. The median varies between 15 to 200 
feet wide and the right-of- way ranges from 400 to 800 feet wide. The median vegetation 
ranges from mown grass to dense woodland. 


In the study area, the BW Parkway passes over Riverdale Road on two bridges separated 
by a wide median. The land around the bridges consists of sparsely treed and grassed 
slopes within the interchange, with a denser, forested median to the north and south of the 
interchange and denser forests along the eastern and western boundaries of the parkway 
to the north of Riverdale Road. Denser forests exist along the eastern and western 
boundaries of the BW Parkway, to the south of Riverdale Road, and residential 
development abutting both sides of the park property. 


Through coordination with NPS, the FTA has determined that the permanent and temporary uses 
by the preferred alternative will not adversely affect the features, attributes, activities or setting 
of the BW Parkway that qualify it for Section 4(f) protection. FTA has made a de minimis use 


determination for the preferred alternative at the BW Parkway because of the mitigation 
measures and the coordination undertaken with the NPS to avoid and/or minimize harm. 


For the BW Parkway, the FTA is proposing a de minimis use determination, based upon the 
findings of “no adverse effect” for these properties in the Section 106 consultation process. The 
MTA and the MHT, in coordination with consulting parties, are preparing a Programmatic 
Agreement (PA) that outlines commitments and mitigations concerning historic properties and 
archeological sites under Section 106. All conditions and mitigations agreed to in the PA have to 
be met in order to maintain the findings of “no adverse effect.” The MTA will implement the 
project in accordance with the Section 106 Programmatic Agreement. The NPS, as the official 
with jurisdiction over the BW Parkway, is in concurrence with a de minimis impact finding under 
section 4(f), so long as the mitigations outlined in the PA, attachment E (also attached to this 
letter), are adhered to. The mitigations will also be a part of the issued special use permit. 


For continued coordination with the NPS, please contact Robert Mocko, Environmental 
Protection Specialist, at 1900 Anacostia Drive S.E., Washington, D.C. 20020. Mr. Mocko can 
be reached by phone at (202) 690-5170 or email robert_mocko@nps.gov. 

The NPS appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments. 


Sincerely, 





Attachment 


Attachment - Baltimore-Washington Parkway Minimization Measures 


Beginning in January 2012, MTA, FTA, and NPS National Capital Region (NCR) staff met 
monthly with representatives of the NPS, National Capital Parks — East (NACE) to discuss the 
proposed Purple Line and the potential impacts it would have on the Baltimore-Washington 
Parkway. In addition to discussing anticipated impacts, staff from these respective agencies 
discussed avoidance measures and ways to minimize and mitigate impacts to the Parkway. 

Many of the minimization measures discussed at these monthly meetings were intended to 
reduce the impact to the forest area in the median of the Parkway, maintain traffic flow on the 
Parkway, minimize effects from construction, and decrease potential visual impacts to the 
maximum extent possible. The minimization measures agreed upon at these agency coordination 
meetings are provided below. 


Maintenance of Traffic (MOT) 


After evaluating several options to maintain traffic flow, MOT Option 3 was developed and 
selected in consultation with the NPS-NCR and NACE at the June 22, 2012 agency coordination 
meeting. MOT Option 3 will be implemented during construction and would avoid impacts to 
trees in the median. This MOT option also includes construction of temporary bridges on the 
outside of the existing bridges, between the existing roadway and the ramps. These temporary 
bridges would maintain two lanes of traffic in each direction during construction and would 
avoid the forest area and archeological site in the median of the Parkway. 


Permanent Replacement Bridge Structures 


Permanent replacement bridge structures would have a similar arch design as the existing bridge 
structures. The new structures would be constructed on the same horizontal alignment as the 
existing Parkway roadways and would be the same width (across the roadway) as the existing 
bridges. The bridges would include horizontal arched concrete shields above the transitway 
overhead wires. The design of these shields was developed in consultation with the NPS. The 
design of the shields would match the shape of the existing arch of the bridge structure, blending 
in visually as vehicles approach the bridges on Riverdale Road. In addition, the shields would 
not extend above the bridge railings so as to maintain views from the Parkway to the adjacent 
landscape. 


MTA will re-use the stone fagade on bridge abutments to maintain the appearance of the 
abutments as practicable. The existing stone would be removed from the existing abutments, 
stored during construction to maintain the integrity, and be re-used to the extent practicable. If 
additional stone is required, it would come from the same source, if possible. MTA will identify 
new stone, if needed in consultation with the NPS to match the existing stone. 


MTA will attach catenary wires to the bridges as agreed upon during consultation with NPS at 
the June 22, 2012 meeting. Attaching the catenary wires to the bridge will reduce the number of 
catenary poles within the Park. Final specifications for bridge design will be subject to review 
by the NPS. 


Landscaping and Invasive Species 


MTA will develop landscape plans including tree and vegetation replacement (at agreed upon 
ratios in consultation with NPS) using native and approved species to mitigate the temporary and 
permanent removal of vegetation and trees. Landscape plans for areas within the Park will be 
included in the project plans and specifications, and will be made available for review and 
approval by NPS at milestones in the project development process (1.e., 60% design and 90% 
design). 


MTA will conduct a survey prior to construction in all areas where vegetation will be disturbed 
to identify the presence of invasive species. A two year invasive species avoidance and removal 
program within the project limits will be developed, submitted to NPS for approval and 
implemented by MTA. 


The maintenance of traffic plan calls for temporary bridges and approach roadways to be 
constructed between the existing mainline roadway and bridges and the ramps between the 
Parkway and MD 410. Upon completion of construction, all temporary roadway, structures and 
construction materials will be removed and the ground will be returned to pre-construction grade 
using stockpiled materials from the site, or similar, to support vegetation. Any residual 
structures or pavements will be removed. The area will be stabilized and planted with 
appropriate species. The final landscape plan for the slope between the mainline roadway and 
ramps will be determined in consultation with the NPS. 


Protected and Sensitive Resources 


Sensitive natural and built resources, including trees and archeological resources, would be 
identified and a buffer area will be established and marked in the design plans and in the field to 
protect the resources. MTA will also identify the sensitive resources on the project design plans, 
including the buffer area required for protection. NPS will be consulted and MTA will locate the 
resources and buffer in the field prior to construction activities. The NPS National Capital 
Region tree guidelines will be incorporated into project specifications, contract documents and 
the NPS Special Use Permit. 


Design Elements 

e MTA will design sidewalk improvements along Riverdale Road to meet ADA 
requirements. 

e MTA will not construct stormwater management facilities within the boundaries of the 
Parkway. 

e During design reviews, MTA will provide NPS with plans for the material, colors and 
finishes for permanent traffic signals and roadway lighting poles and fixtures within the 
Parkway. NPS will approve the plans prior to final design. 


Land Exchange Agreement and Measures for Temporary Impacts 


A land exchange agreement will be executed between MTA and NPS to mitigate for the 
permanent use of approximately 0.6 acres of park land along Riverdale Road. The financial 


valuation and exchange of the permanent land will be determined through an approved appraisal 
process between NPS and MTA following all applicable Federal and State laws and practices. 
The general steps of the land exchange include the following: 


1) The property being exchanged is identified by NPS. 

2) NPS National Capital Region Lands Office contacts the U.S. Department of the 
Interior (DOI) Office of Valuation Services (OVS) and provides details of exchange. 
3) OVS prepares Statement of Work (SOW) to be used by contract appraiser. 

4) OVS provides SOW and a list of qualified & DOI approved appraisers to MTA. 
5) MTA hires appraiser from list. 

6) Appraiser prepares appraisal based on DOI SOW. 

7) OVS reviews appraisal for conformance with SOW and applicable regulations. 

8) Once appraisal is approved OVS informs NCR Lands of appraisal acceptance. 

9) Proceed with transaction.. 


To mitigate for temporary impacts, MTA will replace sections of metal guardrail that were 
previously installed along the Baltimore-Washington Parkway. The guardrail was installed to 
address immediate safety concerns and does not meet the design aesthetic or guidelines of the 
NPS. Guardrail will be replaced with an approved FHWA Crash Tested longitudinal barrier 
system, such as the Stone Masonry Guardwall (TL-3) system which is an approved design for 
FHWA EFL roadways, including the NPS Baltimore-Washington Parkway. This can be found 
in the Design Elements Guidelines at http://www.efl.fhwa.dot.gov/technology/abs.aspx. 


The exact location and limits of this work will be determined in consultation with the NPS and 
the MD SHPO and will be selected in areas that do not result in adverse effects to the Park . 


To establish equitable compensation, the scope of the mitigation including the cost of design, 
overhead, fees, mitigation, construction, and other attributable items will be commensurate with 
the value of temporary use of NPS property by the Purple Line in accordance with all applicable 
Federal and State laws. To support this work, NPS will waive fees associated with construction 
permits and temporary lease agreements, design reviews, and other administrative or other fees 
that may be required for the mitigation. In addition, NPS will facilitate design review and 
approval including construction access and maintenance of traffic plans. 


Bec: Supt’s Office; RM Files 
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United States Department of the Interior 


FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 


Chesapeake Bay Field Office 

177 Admiral Cochrane Drive 

Annapolis, Maryland 21401 
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January 7, 2014 


Mr. Daniel Koenig 

Office of Planning and Environment 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Transit Administration 

1900 K Street, N.W., Suite 310 
Washington, DC 20006 


RE: MD Transit Purple Line Project, Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties, MD 
Dear Mr. Koenig: 


As requested, we are sending you an updated endangered species review of the referenced 
project, previously commented upon in our letter of October 27, 2011. We are updating our 
comments in light of additional information provided in the August 2013 Final Environmental 
Impact Statement for the Purple Line project and information received during our 

December 16, 2013 meeting with you and representatives of the Maryland Transit Authority and 
Coastal Resources consulting firm. These comments are provided in accordance with Section 7 
of the Endangered Species Act (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). 


Our previous letter indicated that except for occasional transient individuals, no Federally 
proposed or listed endangered or threatened species are known to exist within the impact area of 
the proposed Purple Line Project. Following our discussion with you and the project engineers 
concerning project construction methods and measures to minimize siltation and other effects of 
the project, it remains our conclusion that the project will have no effect on the Hay’s Spring 
Amphipod (Stygobromus hayi). This species occurs in seeps and springs fed by groundwater 
coming from small, localized aquifers on the slopes adjacent to Rock Creek within Rock Creek 
Park in Washington, DC. The nearest (northernmost) spring known to support the species is 
West Rapids Spring, near Rock Creek approximately 4.5 miles downstream of the Purple Line 
crossing of Rock Creek. No effect on the groundwater systems supporting the Hay’s Spring 
Amphipod is expected because of the miles separating these systems from the project 
construction area. We also do not anticipate any adverse effects on this species from changes in 
the flow or water quality in Rock Creek related to the Purple Line construction. 


A second rare amphipod species, Kenk’s amphipod (Stygobromus kenki), which is a candidate 
for Federal listing, does occur within a quarter mile of the Purple Line project. While candidate 
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species have no legal protection under the Endangered Species Act, we do recommend that 
measures be taken to protect them, where appropriate. Therefore, we have taken a close look at 
the potential for this project to affect Kenk’s amphipod. This species is known to occur in a 
spring south of Coquelin Run near Chevy Chase in Montgomery County, Maryland. This spring 
is approximately 40 vertical feet above the level of Coquelin Run and is fed by a small 
catchment basin completely separated from the groundwater sources to the north of Coquelin 
Run, where the Purple line is to be constructed. Therefore, ground and surface water draining 
from the area where the Purple line is to be constructed is expected to have no effect on this 
spring site or Kenk’s amphipod. 


Our recent meeting with you and other involved agencies facilitated a better understanding of the 
construction materials and methods to be used for this project and the potential impacts to 
aquatic resources. Should you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact 

Andy Moser of my Endangered Species Program at (410) 573-4537. 


Sincerely, 


Wl 


Genevieve LaRoche 
Supervisor 


cc: Tim Larney, Maryland Department of Natural Resources, Annapolis, MD 
Dan Feller, Maryland Department of Natural Resources, Frostburg, MD 
John Newton, Maryland Transit Administration, Baltimore, MD 
Bridgette Garner, Coastal Resources, Annapolis, MD 
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Purple Line Team 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission — Prince George’s County Recreation and Parks 
Formal Stream, Wetland, and Forest Mitigation Meeting 
M-NCPPC Prince George’s County Headquarters 
6600 Kenilworth Avenue 
Riverdale, Maryland 
Thursday, November 7, 2013 at 10:30 AM 


MEETING SUMMARY 


ATTENDEES: Mr. Darin Conforti, M-NCPPC- Prince George’s County Department of Recreation and Parks 
Ms. Laura Connelly, M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of Recreation and 
Parks 


Ms. Bridgette Garner, Purple Line Team 

Mr. Steve Hawtof, Purple Line Team 

Ms. Kristi Hewlett, Purple Line Team 

Mr. Chuck Montrie, M-NCPPC-Prince George’s County Department of Recreation and Parks 
Mr. Steve Morsberger, Purple Line Team 

Ms. Eileen Nivera, M-NCPPC - Prince George’s County Department of Recreation and Parks 
Mr. Justin Reel, Purple Line Team 


LIST OF HANDOUTS: 

- Spreadsheet with mitigation sites 

- Aerial graphics with potential mitigation sites 
- Agenda 


The meeting opened with brief introductions, followed by a brief overview of the purpose of the meeting. 
Coordination was initiated with M-NCPPC — Prince George’s County Department of Recreation and Parks to discuss 
potential mitigation on Prince George’s County- M-NCPPC property for forest, stream, and wetland impacts 
throughout Prince George’s County that would result from the construction of the proposed Purple Line project. 
Ms. Laura Connelly stated that through discussions with the Purple Line Team, it was determined that the team 
was looking for proposed reforestation and forest conservation sites within the Anacostia River Watershed. She 
stated that while the Purple Line Team and M-NCPPC can propose mitigation on M-NCPPC property, M-NCPPC 
cannot commit to mitigation sites without the approval of the planning board. 


1. Overview of the Purple Line Project 


Mr. Steve Hawtof provided an overview of where the proposed project is in the planning process. He stated that 
the Record of Decision for the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) was expected in December 2013. The 
Public-Private Partnership (P3) has been approved by the Board of Public Works. Anticipated impacts to parkland 
have been discussed at length in previous meetings with M-NCPPC. A brief update of where the Purple Line Team 
is in the de minimis process was provided to the attendees. 


ay 


(4) Gannett Fleming 


General Engineering Consultant Team 
Gannett Fleming/Whitman, Requardt and Associates JV 
100 North Charles Street, Baltimore, MD 21201 
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2. Mitigation Requirements 


Ms. Bridgette Garner stated that there would be 48 acres of forest impacts that would result from the 
construction of the proposed Purple Line. Of that total, 17 acres of forest impacts would occur within Prince 
George’s County. The project would require 66 acres of total forest mitigation. Any forest mitigation sites would 
require a Maryland Department of Natural Resources (DNR) Forest Conservation Easement. Ms. Connelly stated 
that M-NCPPC does not accept DNR forest mitigation easements on M-NCPPC property. A conservation easement 
on M-NCPPC property would prevent M-NCPPC from potentially using that property in the future if desired. Ms. 
Connelly stated that much of the area within the Beltway is a Priority Funding Area. As such, much of the park 
property would either be developed with or subject to development with Program Open Space funding, which 
provides funding primarily for park activities. 


Mr. Hawtof explained that with regard to mitigation, the Purple Line Team would first investigate mitigation 
opportunities within the proposed project corridor, then near the project area and work their way outward, if 
necessary, to find other mitigation locations within the County. He stated that in addition to the required forest 
mitigation, 2,355 linear feet of stream mitigation would be required within Prince George’s County. A total of 
5,183 linear feet of stream mitigation would be required project-wide. Ms. Garner stated that the proposed 
project would result in 0.77 acres of wetland impacts within the corridor, almost all of which would be within 
Prince George’s County. Mitigation requirements for wetland impacts would be 1.29 acres, of which 1.04 acre of 
palustrine forested wetland mitigation would be required. 


3. Potential Mitigation Opportunities within Prince George’s County M-NCPPC 


The Team presented three stream and wetland mitigation sites within Prince George’s County for consideration. 
While six forest mitigation sites were also identified, they were not discussed since M-NCPPC does not allow DNR 
easements on their property. An aerial photograph and site summary was provided for each location identified. 


4. Potential Wetland and Stream Mitigation Site on Brier Ditch 


The first site discussed was on Brier Ditch, southeast of the intersection of Kenilworth Avenue and Good Luck Road 
in Riverdale. The parcel that was evaluated is 46.39 acres in size and is currently forested. The stream corridor is 
forested with adjacent residential and commercial development. The site presents multiple mitigation 
opportunities, including wetland creation on the site of an abandoned parking lot and stream restoration and 
stabilization within Brier Ditch. Within Brier Ditch, opportunities include 1.42 acres of wetland creation and 4,000 
linear feet of stream restoration, as well as the installation of stormwater management best management 
practices. 


According to M-NCPPC staff, mitigation at Brier Ditch would be problematic, as mitigation measures are already 
planned. The Anacostia Watershed Society (AWS), a non-profit environmental organization dedicated to the 
restoration and protection of the Anacostia River and its watershed, has secured a two million dollar grant from 
DNR to restore Brier Ditch. While AWS has secured the grant, Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission (WSSC) 
will complete the work for them. 


While mitigation measures are already planned, it is not out of the question to further enhance mitigation within 
Brier Ditch. Steve Morsberger stated that it is an option to contact AWS and potentially take over the restoration 
efforts for WSSC. Several stream stabilization measures are necessary to enhance Brier Ditch. Issues within the 

stream include significant erosion and deposition. Some additional enhancement measures could include adding 
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vegetation while protecting existing infrastructure around Brier Ditch. If the Purple Line Team would be able to 
move forward with enhancements to Brier Ditch, an agreement would be needed with each adjacent property 
owner to protect the stream. While no right-of-entry (ROE) agreements would be required to conduct studies 
within Brier Ditch or any other streams on M-NCPPC property, a ROE agreement with M-NCPPC would be 
necessary to construct and maintain any mitigation. 


5. Potential Wetland and Stream Mitigation Site on Cattail Branch 


The second stream and wetland mitigation site discussed was Cattail Branch, located to the east and west of the 
intersection of Martin Luther King, Jr. highway and Greenleaf Road in Landover. The parcel that was evaluated is 
77.03 acres in size and is currently forested and parkland. The site can be described as a stream valley. Cattail 
Branch is a tributary of Beaverdam Run. There are several opportunities for mitigation at this site. Several fish 
barriers exist along the corridor at road and utility crossings. Stream banks are vertical and eroding, particularly 
along park areas where there is little riparian buffer. Sever bank and channel erosion exists downstream of the 
culverts under Landover Road and Barlowe Road. An open field located at the end of East Forest Road currently 
exhibits a perched hydrology suitable for wetland creation. 


M-NCPPC stated that of the sites evaluated, this site is the United States Corps of Engineer’s (COE) preferred 
wetland mitigation site. Prince George’s County Department of Environmental Resources (DER) is currently 
investigating wetland mitigation opportunities at a grassy area near Green Leaf Road. However, their plans would 
have no impact on potential stream and wetland mitigation at Cattail Branch. Ms. Connelly stated that she would 
evaluate this potential wetland mitigation area. She said she has another site in mind as well. 


6. Potential Wetland Mitigation Site at the Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park Archery Range 


The final site evaluated by the Purple Line Team was located on the Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park Archery 
Range, north of University Boulevard and east of the Northwest Branch of the Anacostia River, behind the Archery 
Range. This site is unavailable, as DER is currently doing wetland mitigation at this location. In addition, no forest 
mitigation opportunities are available within Northwest Branch Stream Valley Park. The only potential mitigation 
measure is to potentially add safety measures around the duck pond, located directly south of the archery range 
and south of University Boulevard. However, it is unlikely that the Purple Line Team would receive credit for 
mitigation. 


7. Potential Mitigation Sites Recommended by M-NCPPC 


The favorite potential mitigation site of M-NCPPC is along Paint Branch. Necessary stream restoration measures 
would be from US Route 1 to the confluence of the Northeast Branch of the Anacostia River. M-NCPPC stated that 
there is compensatory storage opportunity behind the College Park Airport in an area that is braided. However, it 
is important to stay away from the airport’s runway safety area and runway protection zone in an effort to prevent 
potential bird strikes. 


A specific location that was identified was north of runway end 33 and an existing trail, north and west of a 
footbridge to the Lake Artemesia Trail. Another opportunity was identified near runway end 15. Mr. Darin 
Conforti stated that a mitigation area of that size could combine benefits. It was suggested that the east campus 
development and Purple Line teams could combine mitigation efforts to get combined credit. It was also 
suggested that the Purple Line Team could partner with others needing TDML credit. Another area that was 
mentioned for stream and wetland mitigation was The Gorges of Prince George’s, behind the Moose Lodge. 
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Some figures were discussed regarding mitigation costs. It would cost approximately $12,000 per acre for forest 
mitigation. It would cost at least $500 per linear foot for stream mitigation and restoration. 


8. Coordination Requirements 


After the conclusion of the meeting, the Purple Line Team will write a letter to Mr. Ronnie Gathers, Director of 
Prince George’s County M-NCPPC Department of Parks and Recreation requesting to evaluate the sites discussed 
at the meeting and questioning placing a DNR Forest Conservation Easement on the site. M-NCPPC will respond 
to the request, officially documenting what the restrictions are and why there are restrictions. Mr. Chuck Montrie 
stated that if we are conducting studies that could need a ROE, we need to request a ROE and M-NCPPC will write 
back with a ROE letter. If a study is a noninvasive as a wetland delineation, where flags will be placed in the 
ground, a ROE is not required. The Purple Line Team would contact Ms. Connelly prior to any field investigations 
so M-NCPPC is aware that the team is doing the study and where. M-NCPPC staff stressed that the Purple Line 
Team use caution when visiting Brier Ditch. 


At the conclusion of the meeting, M-NCPPC stated that their preference of stream restoration locations, from most 
to least favorable, was Paint Branch, Cattail Branch, and a Brier Ditch restoration with an AWS partnership. Any of 
those stream mitigation projects could also include wetland mitigation at Cattail Branch. 
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ACTION ITEM SUMMARY 





Task # 


Action Item 


Due Date 


Status 





Prepare for letter to M-NCPPC from Purple Line Team to request 
information on DNR easements, etc 





M-NCPPC to respond to letter documenting specific reasons as to why 
there are restrictions. 
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11. 





12. 
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SIGN IN SHEET 

Name Company Phone Number E-mail Address 
M-NCPPC, Pri G ’sD t t of 

Darin Conforti .. es eee 301-699-2505 darin.conforti@pgparks.com 
Recreation and Parks 
M-NCPPC, Prince George’s Department of 

Laura Connelly Recretisn and Ganks 301-699-2438 laura.connelly@pgparks.com 

Bridgette Garner Purple Line Team 443-837-2145 bridgetteg @coastal-resources.net 

Steve Hawtof Purple Line Team 443-348-2017 shawtof@gfnet.com 

Kristi Hewlett Purple Line Team 410-230-6654 kristi. hewlett@jacobs.com 
M-NCPPC, Pri G ’sD t t of 

Chuck Montrie a ae teens 301-699-2520 chuck.montrie@pgparks.com 
Recreation and Parks 

Steve Morsberger Purple Line Team 443-852-6614 stevem @coastal-resources.net 
M-NCPPC, Pri G ’sD t t of 

Eileen Nivera ne a iad a ace 301-699-2522 eileen.nivera@pgparks.com 
Recreation and Parks 

Justin Reel Purple Line Team 410-462-9348 jreel@rkk.com 

Gannett Fleming General Engineering Consultant Team 


Gannett Fleming/Whitman, Requardt and Associates JV 
801 South Caroline Street, Baltimore, MD 21231 
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VI. 


Forest, Wetland, and Stream Mitigation Opportunities 
within M-NCPPC Properties 
Prince George’s County, Maryland 
November 7, 2013 


Agenda 


Introductions 
Overview of the Purple Line Project 
Mitigation Requirements 
e Forest- MDNR Forest Conservation Easements 
© Wetland 
e Stream 
Prior coordination with PG County M-NCPPC 
Potential mitigation opportunities within M-NCPPC properties 
Forest Mitigation- Sites 38, 50, 51, 52, 58, 59 
Cattail Branch 


Brier Ditch 
Adelphi Manor Archery Range 
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Purple Line Project 


Potential Stream and Wetland Mitigation Site on Cattail Branch 


(AR-2, AR-3, AR-4, AR-8, AR-9) 


Existing Conditions Summary 


Location Information 
County: 

Watershed: 
Coordinates: 
Location: 


Property Ownership: 
Constraints: 


Site Conditions 
Parcel Area: 
Landscape Position: 
Drainage Area: 
Habitat Location: 
Mapped Soils: 


Mapped Wetlands: 
Green Infrastructure: 


Prince George’s 

Beaverdam Creek 

38°55'10.24"N / 76°52'32.59"W USGS Quad: Washington East / Lanham 
East and West of the intersection of Martin Luther King Jr. Hwy and 
Greenleaf Rd, Landover, MD 


Public (Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning) 








Utilities 

77.03 Ac Existing Land Use: Forest, Parkland 
Stream Valley Adjacent Land Use: Residential, Commercial 
1.792 Ac 


Contiquous to wetland/upland forest, 25 to 100 Acres 

Issue-urban land complex; Christiana-Downer-Urban land complex: Zekiah 
and Issue soils; Zekiah-urban land complex: Christiana-Downer complex 
NWI and DNR wetlands mapped on site 

Not located adjacent to Green Infrastructure 


This wetland creation and stream restoration site is located east and west of the intersection of Martin 
Luther King Jr. Highway and Green Leaf Rd. This site is associated with Cattail Branch, a tributary of 
Beaverdam Run. The stream corridor is forested (the downstream end is within the Kentland Park area), 
with adjacent residential and commercial development. Several fish barriers exist along the corridor at 
road and utility crossings. Stream banks are vertical and eroding, particularly along park areas where 
there is little riparian buffer. Severe bank and channel erosion exists downstream of the culverts under 
Landover Rd (AR-2) and Barlowe Rd (AR-9). An open field located at the end of E. Forest Rd currently 
exhibits a perched hydrology suitable for wetland creation. 


Summary of Opportunities 


e Stream Restoration — Approximately 4,570 Linear Feet 
e Wetland Creation — Approximately 0.70 Acres 
e SWM BMP Installation 


Restoration Objectives 


e Stream Stabilization and Floodplain Reconnection, Protection of Utilities and Park Assets 


e Fish Passage 


e Wetland Creation 


Restoration Concept 


e Installation of in-stream structures and bank grading to improve channel stability, reduce sediment 
loading, provide floodplain connection, and improve in-stream habitat 

e Provide fish passage over barriers and through culverts to allow unrestricted access through the 
1.8 miles of forested, natural stream corridor owned by M-NCPPC 

e Minor grading/compaction and wetland planting in the field at the end of E. Forest Rd. 

e Installation of BMP’s at stormwater outfalls and parking lots to provide water quality and quantity 


improvements 
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Purple Line Project 
Potential Wetland Mitigation Site at Adelphi Manor Archery Range 


(AR-24) 

Existing Conditions Summary 

Location Information 

County:. Prince George’s 

Watershed: Northwest Branch 

Coordinates: 38°59'11.23"N / 76°57'47.48"W USGS Quad: Washington East 

Location: North of University Boulevard (MD 193), approximately 850 feet east of West 
Park Drive, Riverdale, MD 

Property Ownership: Public 

Constraints: Park Property 

Site Conditions 

Parcel Area: 6.66 Acres Existing Land Use: Park, Forested 

Landscape Position: Topographically Intermediate Adjacent Land Use: Commercial, Residential, 

Forested 

Drainage Area: 28.6 square miles 

Habitat Location: Contiguous to wetiand/upland forest > 100 Acres 

Mapped Soils: Codorus-Hatboro-Urban land complex, frequently flooded 

Mapped Wetlands: NWILand MDNR wetlands mapped along north and east sides of site 

Green Infrastructure: Located within a Green Infrastructure Corridor 


This wetland mitigation site is located north of University Boulevard (MD 193) and approximately 850 feet 
east of West Park Drive. The site is within the 100-year floodplain of the Northwest Branch of the 
Anacostia River. The stream corridor is forested with adjacent commercial and residential development. 


Currently the site is used as an archery range. Forested wetlands border the north and east sides of the 
site. 


Summary of Opportunities 
e Wetland Creation — Approximately 2.13 Acres 


Restoration Objectives 

Flood Flow Alteration - enhancing floodplain connection and storage of flood waters 
Groundwater Recharge - increased retention time will allow for surface water infiltration 
Sediment/Toxicant Retention - sediment storage with connected floodplain 

Nutrient Removal - nutrient uptake/assimilation in floodplain and wetlands 

Stream Stabilization 


Restoration Concept 
e Ditch plugging to increase retention 
e Minimal grading to intercept groundwater 
e Removal of parking lot to reduce impervious surface 
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Purple Line Project 
Potential Wetland and Stream Mitigation Site on Brier Ditch 








(AR-23) 

Existing Conditions Summary 

Location Information 

County: Prince George's 

Watershed: Brier Ditch 

Coordinates: 38°58'13.93"N / 76°54'41.85"W USGS Quad: Washington East 

Location: Southeast of the intersection of Kenilworth Avenue, and Good Luck Road 
Riverdale, MD 

Property Ownership: Public and Private 

Constraints: Unknown 

Site Conditions 

Parcel Area: 46.39 Acres Existing Land Use: Forested 

Landscape Position: Stream Valley, Adjacent Land Use: Commercial, Residential 
Topographically Intermediate Institutional 

Drainage Area (wetland): 9.68 Acres 

Drainage Area(stream): 2,688 Acres 

Habitat Location: Contiguous to wetland/upland forest > 100 Acres 

Mapped Soils: Codorus-Hatboro-Urban land complex; Zekiah and Issue soils; Sassafras 
sandy loam; Russett-Christiana complex; Issue-Urban land complex 

Mapped Wetlands: NWI and MDNR wetlands mapped along a portion of site 

Green Infrastructure: Located within a Green Infrastructure Corridor and Ga 


This mitigation site is located southeast of the intersection of Kenilworth Avenue and Good Luck Road. 
The site is associated with Brier Ditch, a tributary of the Anacostia River. The stream corridor is forested 
with adjacent commercial and residential development. Two schools are also adjacent to the stream 
reach. An abandoned parking lot within the 100-year floodplain remains wet for most of the year due to 
groundwater seeps in the adjacent hillside and runoff. The site presents multiple mitigation opportunities 
for the Purple Line project. Opportunities include wetland creation at the abandoned parking lot, and 
stream restoration/stabilization in Brier Ditch. 


Summary of Opportunities 
e Wetland Creation — 1.42 Acres 
e Stream Restoration — 4,000 Linear Feet 
e SWM BMP Installation 


Restoration Objectives 
e Flood Flow Alteration — enhancing floodplain connection and storage of flood waters 
e Groundwater Recharge — increased retention time will allow for surface water infiltration 
e Sediment/Toxicant Retention — sediment storage with connected floodplain 
e Nutrient Removal — nutrient uptake/assimilation in floodplain and wetlands 


Restoration Concept 
e Removal of pavement to create a floodplain wetland fed by groundwater seeps and runoff 
e Installation of in-stream structures and bank grading to improve channel stability, reduce sediment 
loading, protect existing utilities, and improve in-stream habitat 
e Installation of BMP’s at stormwater outfalls and parking lots to provide water quality and quantity 
improvements 
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Purple Line GEC 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission - Montgomery County Parks and Recreation 
Formal Agency Coordination Meeting 
Parkside Headquarters 
9500 Brunett Avenue 
Silver Spring, Maryland 
Wednesday, November 13, 2013 at 9:00 AM 


MEETING SUMMARY 


ATTENDEES: Ms. Megan Chung, M-NCPPC 
Ms. Jai Cole, M-NCPPC 
Mr. Jason Cosler, Purple Line Team 
Mr. Andy Frank, M-NCPPC 
Ms. Bridgette Garner, Purple Line Team 
Mr. Jim Guinther, Purple Line Team 
Mr. Steve Hawtof, Purple Line Team 
Mr. John E. Hench, M-NCPPC 
Ms. Kristi Hewlett, Purple Line Team 
Mr. Charles Kines, M-NCPPC 
Ms. Harriet Levine, Purple Line Team 
Mr. Robert Loskot, Purple Line Team 
Mr. Mike Madden, MTA 
Mr. Glenn Marschke, Purple Line Team 
Mr. Steven Morsberger, Purple Line Team 
Ms. Mitra Pedoeem, M-NCPPC 
Mr. Justin Reel, Purple Line Team 
Mr. Stephen Reid, M-NCPPC 
Mr. Charles Wallace, Purple Line Team 


LIST OF HANDOUTS: 
- Agenda 


1. Meeting Purpose, Overview, and Introductions 

The meeting opened with introductions of each meeting attendant, with a brief description of each person’s role 
within the project team or M-NCPPC. The purpose of this meeting was to coordinate anticipated park impacts, 
discuss potential mitigation measures, and discuss MTA commitments for mitigating any potential impacts to parks 
and natural resources within or directly adjacent to these parks. The goal of the meeting was for M-NCPPC to gain 
a better understanding of the design of the proposed project through park properties and for the Purple Line Team 
to gain a better understanding of M-NCPPC mitigation goals. It was stated in previous meetings that the Purple 
Line Team intended to reach an agreement with M-NCPPC regarding de minimis impact determinations for each 
affected park by December 5, 2013. 


* 


Gannett Fleming General Engineering Consultant Team 
Gannett Fleming/Whitman, Requardt and Associates JV 


801 South Caroline Street, Baltimore, MD 21231 
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Ms. Mitra Pedoeem stated that the coordination of potential impact mitigation measures would aid in M-NCPPC 
issuing a park permit, which is required for construction within park properties. Ms. Harriet Levine provided an 
overview of the previous coordination meeting between M-NCPPC and MTA where M-NCPPC provided a 
presentation to MTA outlining mitigation requests. The goal of these coordination meetings is to establish a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between MTA and M-NCPPC regarding impact mitigation measures. The 
consensus was that if specific mitigation measures cannot be agreed upon at this time, M-NCPPC and the Purple 
Line Team would outline a path moving forward that would ultimately result in an agreement between the 
agencies, enabling M-NCPPC to agree to a de minimis impact determination for each of the parks. 


Mr. Mike Madden provided a brief overview of what is to be expected from this point with regard to the de 
minimis coordination process. A letter would be provided from the Federal Transit Administration to Ms. Mary 
Bradford, the M-NCPPC Director of Parks. The de minimis letters would outline the specific mitigation measures 
agreed to between the Purple Line Team and M-NCPPC. If specific mitigation measures are not agreed upon, the 
letters would outline the process moving forward. 


Mr. Andy Frank stated that the major role of M-NCPPC’s Department of Parks was as stewards to natural 
resources. M-NCPPC Department of Parks, in addition to protecting park property, is involved extensively in 
watershed management. M-NCPPC, DEP, and COG work together to improve the Anacostia Watershed. They have 
partnered with the Maryland State Highway Administration (SHA), the United States Army Corps of Engineers 
(COE), WSSC, and other agencies on various watershed improvement projects. Their goal is to enable existing and 
proposed infrastructure projects to work with the watershed. There has been a lot of focus on stormwater and 
impervious surface. In addition to watershed management, there is a lot of focus on how each park is used now 
and how it will be used in the future including the park user experience. Ms. Pedoeem stated that the M-NCPPC 
wants a partnership between the agency and MTA that would protect parks while moving the project forward. At 
this point, the meeting shifted to a location-specific discussion of anticipated impacts and proposed mitigation 
measures. 


2. Rock Creek Stream Valley Park 


The group was given a brief background. Through Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, the proposed project would be 
aligned completely within Montgomery County right-of-way. The existing bridge over Rock Creek would be 
removed, as it could not support the proposed transitway. M-NCPPC presented a GIS map illustrating the existing 
trestle bridge over Rock Creek. They initiated a discussion of existing conditions within Rock Creek. For numerous 
reasons, M-NCPPC would like to see the concrete pier that currently supports center of the trestle removed as part 
of the proposed construction of the Purple Line. The concrete pier is located in the middle of Rock Creek. As 
currently designed, the proposed project does not include the removal of the pier in order to avoid changes to 
stream flow. 


M-NCPPC presented their reasons for wanting to see the pier removed. They feel it will reduce stresses on the 
stream, remove an obstruction and associated litter build-up and future maintenance, and improve aesthetics. 
They feel the removal of the pier could present a stream stabilization opportunity. Several photographs were 
presented by M-NCPPC that illustrated their concerns. Rocks and debris have collected around the pier. Each time 
a storm of any significance occurs, debris, such as tree limbs, needs to be removed from around the pier by M- 
NCPPC staff. In addition, several large rocks have been deposited around the pier over the years. 


M-NCPPC requests that the pier be taken down to 18 inches below the existing grade. There is no use for the pier 
to remain in the stream if it would not support the proposed Purple Line. The removal of the pier would remove 
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an obstruction within the stream that causes the collection of debris. M-NCPPC requests that, in addition to the 
removal of the pier, a riffle grade control be constructed approximately 100 feet south of the proposed bridges. 


At the previous meeting, M-NCPPC stated that they wanted the concrete center pier removed and associated 
stream stability measures taken. Ms. Levine stated that there were several factors that were considered when the 
team decided to not include the removal of the piers in the proposed project, including environmental, structures, 
and stormwater. Mr. Jim Guinther gave an overview of the removal of the existing structure. The trestle will be 
removed, along with the supports. The concrete piers located on the left and right banks of Rock Creek would be 
removed completely, as it is necessary to construct the new structures. The concrete for the center pier is not 
planned for removal, as it would not affect the ability to construct the new structures. In addition, it would 
provide temporary support during construction. 


Mr. Frank stated that if the pier has no use, there is no reason to keep it. Mr. Jason Cosler explained the decision 
to keep the pier. While the pier is an obstruction within Rock Creek, it is not the problem. Rock Creek is restricted 
through the project area because of the existing embankment where the eastern pier is located. The removal of 
the pier would result in an increase in sheer stress upstream from the proposed project area, which could affect 
the stream function. 


Mr. Frank stated that the increase in sheer stress upstream as a result of the removal of the pier would be 
negligible. This was based on his professional opinion, not as a result of any hydraulic analyses or studies that have 
been conducted within Rock Creek. He stated that the improvement to the stream channel as a result of the 
removal of the pier would be greater than any resulting sheer stress. In addition, the pier would be an eyesore 
and it is unnecessary to litter the landscape with an unusable structure. This could lead to a stream stability issue. 
Operational costs have increased because of the pier. Each time a storm occurs, M-NCPPC has to go to Rock Creek 
to remove debris that has collected around the pier, resulting in increased operational costs. 


Mr. Robert Loskot stated that this is an issue between M-NCPPC and regulatory agencies, not MTA. Ms. Pedoeem 
asked if it was possible to include the removal of the pier as part of the project if the regulatory agencies agree to 
it. Mr. Cosler stated that the stream is currently stable. Ms. Bridgette Garner stated that correspondence received 
from the US Fish and Wildlife Service indicates that there are no rare, threatened, or endangered species within 
the proposed project area. Information indicates that the Hay’s Spring amphipod, a Federally listed endangered 
crustacean, has been found within Rock Creek. However, it has not been documented within the immediate 
project area. It has been documented within the District of Columbia, approximately 4.5 miles south of the 
proposed project area. As such, this species would not be affected by the proposed project, including the removal 
of the concrete pier if it is determined that it should be removed. However, this should be confirmed with the 
agency, if considered. 


Mr. Steve Morsberger has accompanied the regulatory agencies into the field during the jurisdictional 
determination review. He indicated that a riffle grade control could be constructed just south of the existing 
structure. He recommended the removal of the concrete pier. If the pier would be removed and accompanying 
mitigation measures incorporated, mitigation off-site for stream impacts would not be required. Ms. Levine added 
that any changes to the proposed design that have not been included in the FEIS would need to be assessed. 


M-NCPPC requested that the concrete pier be removed to 18 inches below grade. If regulatory agencies support 
the removal of the pier, M-NCPPC would work with the Purple Line Team regarding design and any mitigation 
measures. Mr. Guinther stated that the maintenance of stream flow during construction would be a little different 
with the removal of the pier than what is included in the FEIS and studies would be needed to determine if 
changes to Purple Line documents would need to occur in order to incorporate this change. A new temporary 
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impact line would need to be identified within Rock Creek. Any permitting changes would need to be incorporated 
as well. MTA would need to include the cost and schedule of this change in the contract documents. 


Additional details were provided regarding the removal of the existing structure. The left pier would be removed 
to approximately one foot below the existing ground. Asediment tank and sandbagging procedures would be 
used for the removal of the concrete piers. The structure would be dismantled and removed from the top down. 
The trestle would be removed and taken to another location for potential use elsewhere in the County. Cranes 
would be located on either side of the trestle. 


With regard to permitting, Ms. Pedoeem stated that a JPA would need to be prepared for the removal of the 
existing structure regardless of whether the center pier would be removed. Ms. Levine summarized the discussion 
stating that as long as environmental permits and approvals can be secured, the center concrete pier would be 
removed to approximately 18 inches below grade, as requested by M-NCPPC with appropriate stream stabilization. 


The conversation turned to potentially relocating Rock Creek Trail slightly to the east within the Montgomery 
County right-of-way, out of the one year floodplain. Mr. Guinther explained that the trail can’t be shifted because 
of the proposed abutment for the transitway. The design of the transitway would minimize impacts to the 
southern slope. The existing slopes on that side of Rock Creek are greater than 2:1. A significant amount of land 
would need to be cleared in order to shift the trail, potentially resulting in impacts to the park. Temporary walls 
would need to be constructed in order to avoid additional impacts to tree roots in this area. However, as discussed 
in previous meetings, Ms. Levine stated that within the Montgomery County right-of-way, the trail would be raised 
on a wooden boardwalk to elevate the trail out of the one-year floodplain, which would improve the functionality 
of the trail. Mr. Chuck Kines stated that a similar project was constructed within Little Falls Park, near 
Massachusetts Avenue if the Purple Line Team would like to see an example of an elevated boardwalk in the area. 
The group agreed with elevating the trail rather than shifting it to the east. 


3. Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park 


The proposed project is aligned through the median of Wayne Avenue in the vicinity of Sligo Creek Stream Valley 
Park. In addition, the proposed Green Trail would be constructed from Silver Spring to Sligo Creek Parkway in this 
area, abutting Wayne Avenue to the north. Anticipated impacts to Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park were discussed 
with M-NCPPC. As currently designed, the proposed project would result in 0.24 acre of permanent impacts, as 
well as 1.68 acre of temporary impacts. In addition, a 0.04 acre sliver of land currently owned by Montgomery 
County that abuts Wayne Avenue to the south would be incorporated into the park. Not only will the bridge on 
Wayne Avenue need to be reconstructed to accommodate the transitway, it would be moved slightly to the west 
to accommodate the realignment of Sligo Creek. Full access to the park and facilities would be maintained at all 
times during construction. No park facilities would be affected by the proposed project. 


At the previous meeting between M-NCPPC and MTA, M-NCPPC requested that he Purple Line Team evaluate 
making improvements to the proposed Green Trail and connections to Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail. 
After evaluating the FEIS, M-NCPPC was concerned about the proposed reconstruction of the Wayne Avenue 
bridge and the stream improvements. Some of the concerns included the proposed bridge skew, length of stream 
improvements upstream and downstream from Wayne Avenue, and potentially tying into the existing drainage 
outfall located upstream of Wayne Avenue. 


A GIS graphic was provided that showed a more linear alignment of the stream. M-NCPPC proposes that the 
Purple Line Team evaluate connecting the realigned stream from the outfall with a much more linear alignment, as 
opposed to the sharp bend that is currently illustrated. They propose that the Purple Line Team include stream 
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improvements further upstream than what is proposed. They would like to see the stream channel straightened 
and include a much more gradual bend than what is currently proposed. They suggest that the channel 
realignment begin at the existing outfall, as this would deal with the outfall as well. Sewer lines currently parallel 
Sligo Creek, so additional channel improvements and straightening could present a problem. 


WSSC is in the process of fixing downstream crossings, including fixing the grade and raising the stream bed. Mr. 
Morsberger stated that this section of the stream is stable. In addition, the regulatory agencies want the Purple 
Line Team to focus on decreasing impacts to Sligo Creek. If the stream is realigned in the manner suggested by M- 
NCPPC, sewer and utility lines would need to be relocated. 


Mr. Frank stated that the Sligo Creek Parkway walls north of Wayne Avenue were reconstructed due to sheer 
stress. The proposed stream alignment is tight and there are opportunities to improve the floodplain in the 
vicinity of the proposed project. They also feel that it may be possible to minimize the proposed improvements to 
the south. 


Mr. Cosler explained that the area of Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park through which the proposed project would 
traverse is subject to frequent flooding. There is a significant problem within the floodplain downstream of the 
proposed project area. In the vicinity of the proposed project, most of the flooding issues are a result of dealing 
with backwater from downstream within the channel. The focus on Sligo Creek within the proposed project area 
should be stabilization, not restoration. As such, the design as it relates to the stream is focused on minimizing 
impacts based on agency coordination. 


Mr. Frank stated that MDE would request that we look for mitigation opportunities upstream of Wayne Avenue. 

As currently designed, M-NCPPC feels that the proposed geometry of the stream would result in additional 
impacts to the stream and additional work would be required upstream. Downstream impacts, especially as it 
relates to potential tree impacts, would be more significant than the field north of Wayne Avenue, just north of 
the roadway and west of Sligo Creek. Agencies have been vocal regarding the fact that they would like to minimize 
tree removal. Friends of Sligo, a non-profit organization focused on improving and protecting the Sligo Creek 
Stream Valley, is opposed to tree removal and is in favor of the improvement and restoration of stream function. 


Ms. Levine noted that the graphic provided with M-NCPPC’s suggested stream and bridge alignment illustrates 
that their proposed stream and bridge alignment is further west than what the Purple Line Team has designed. 

Mr. Guinther discussed the rationale for the proposed bridge design and accompanying stream realignment. There 
needs to be a balance between maintenance of traffic, geometry of the track and roadway, and hydraulics. Transit 
criteria are less flexible than highway design criteria. In order to properly design the transitway, such factors as 
grade and radius, to name a few, cannot exceed a specific limit. Through Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, the 
proposed transitway would be embedded into the bridge and roadway. There would be no joints in the rail on the 
structure. It would be a continuously welded rail embedded into the deck. There would be no “give” in the 
railway due to this design. Mr. Guinther also explained why the bridge had to be “skewed”. While it appears 
skewed from the stream perspective, it is square to the roadway which is needed in this location. When designing 
the bridge, the center pier was proposed for removal in an effort to minimize stream impacts. A different design 
would result in hydraulics issues. For example, constructing the superstructure to a higher elevation would result 
in an increase in impacts. One of the commitments that the Purple Line Team has made is to maintain traffic on 
Sligo Creek Parkway and Wayne Avenue during construction. The focus is to keep impacts to a minimum. 
Wingwalls for the bridge would tie into the existing walls. 


M-NCPPC stated that the Purple Line Team needs to make the stream work with bridge limitations and that stream 
restoration and the stream channel are more important issues. Mr. Cosler explained that detailed hydraulic 


Pury Montgomery County M-NCPPC 
MMe 


Formal Agency Coordination Meeting 
November 13, 2013 





studies have been conducted for Sligo Creek. Ms. Jai Cole stated that as currently designed, Mr. Frank, who has a 
role in the permit approval process, would not approve the park permit with the proposed alignment. Hydraulic 
studies indicate that the proposed project is within the 10 to 25 year floodplain and a flood event would result in 
flooding topping the bridge railing in this area. 


M-NCPPC stated that, while they own the property in this area, they have been involved in restoration plans but 
they have not seen the design of the bridge. They indicated that a sufficient limit of disturbance (LOD) should be 
provided to enable more extensive stream restoration efforts. They stated that the LOD from the proposed storm 
drain replacement should be connected to the stream. They stated that the proposed structural design in this area 
will perpetuate the current stream issues. 


Mr. Steve Hawtof asked M-NCPPC what functions they are looking to address that are not currently there. As an 
example, he stated that floodplain access currently exists. Mr. Frank stated that M-NCPPC would like to see the 
Purple Line Team expand the LOD upstream of Wayne Avenue and decrease the LOD of the stream impacts 
downstream of Wayne Avenue. In addition, M-NCPPC would like to see enhanced aquatic habitat, existing stress 
issues addressed, increased floodplain connectivity, and reduced stresses on Sligo Creek Parkway as a result of 
Sligo Creek. Mr. Cosler stated that by pulling Sligo Creek slightly to the west and away from the Parkway, as 
currently proposed, the new tangent should pull stresses away from the wall and, in turn, Sligo Creek Parkway. Mr. 
Justin Reel stated that the technical provisions do not box in the design of the bridge or realigned stream. The 
design includes, at a minimum, stabilization or enhancement measures for the stream. Mr. Frank indicated that 
his biggest concern is that, once the ROD is signed, the LOD can never expand to include additional stream 
enhancements, if desired. He stated that he wanted the RFP proposal to include the drain from Wayne Avenue. It 
was explained that there is a process to consider changes after the ROD. 


Team members shared other issues that need to be considered in the evaluation. These include existing sewer 
and other utility lines, soecimen trees, and other resources that may affect the stream alignment. Therefore, the 
group agreed to a process to move forward that would consider all of the issues identified and consultation with 
the resource agencies. The group will work together to make recommendations for the design in this area. 


The discussion moved on to include the proposed Green Trail. The Wayne Avenue bridge and the Green Trail 
would both be owned by Montgomery County Department of Transportation. There was a brief discussion of 
potentially widening the proposed structure. However, widening the proposed bridge beyond what is currently 
designed would exacerbate many of the previously mentioned issues. Mr. Frank suggested that the bridge shift 
slightly to the north. However, that is not a feasible option from a constructability standpoint. In addition, it 
would result in a drastic increase in environmental impacts to the stream, park and tree removal. Montgomery 
County Planning wanted the proposed Green Trail to be 14 feet wide, including a 10-foot wide usable trail with 
two-foot offset on either side. A question was raised as to whether a cantilever could be used to widen the trail. 
Mr. Guinther explained that a cantilever would result in problems with the barrier (i.e., guardrails, etc.). Mr. Chuck 
Kines asked if the barrier could be moved so that it would be located between the trail and roadway. Mr. Guinther 
stated that in order to do so, the barrier would need to be constructed to include a blunt end. This cannot 
happen, so moving the barrier between the road and trail is not a viable option. Mr. Madden stated that 
Montgomery County Department of Transportation would need to be involved with the design of the trail and any 
modifications made to the design, as the trail would belong to them when it is constructed. Since this is where the 
proposed Green Trail would intersect with the existing Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail, safety is a priority. 


Mr. Kines stated that moving forward, the concessionaire would need to know who was involved in the early 
planning meetings in an effort to fully meet any mitigation and minimization commitments made to M-NCPPC. 
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The concessionaire would need to know the process and how the Purple Line Team, in consultation with M- 
NCPPC, determined the appropriate design, minimization, and mitigation included in the current design of the 
proposed project. 


Ms. Jai Cole asked if the Purple Line Team had coordinated with Silver Spring International Middle School 
regarding the athletic fields and parking lots that would be impacted by the proposed project. It was explained 
that coordination with the school has been ongoing and that the reconstruction of the school parking was 
included in the design of the project. 


Finally, a last question regarding the process to determine the width of the proposed Green Trail was raised. It was 
agreed that the working group would include this issue when considering the design of the stream and bridge. 


4. Long Branch Stream Valley Park and Long Branch Local Park 


The Preferred Alternative is aligned through the median of Piney Branch Road, which abuts Long Branch Stream 
Valley Park and Long Branch Local Park. Right-of-way would be required for the widening of Piney Branch Road to 
accommodate the proposed Purple Line. The roadway widening would include two dedicated lanes for the 
transitway, one in each direction, an 11-foot wide vehicle lane and a 16-foot wide shared use lane for vehicle and 
bicycle use in each direction. Five-foot wide sidewalks would be constructed on both the north and south sides of 
Piney Branch Road. 


As currently designed, the Preferred Alternative would require the acquisition of approximately 0.11 acre of 
property and approximately 0.36 acre of temporary construction easements from Long Branch Stream Valley Park. 
In addition, the Preferred Alignment would require the acquisition of approximately 0.07 acre of property and 
approximately 0.24 acre of temporary construction easements from Long Branch Local Park. As part of the 
proposed project, the culvert that currently conveys Long Branch Stream beneath Piney Branch Road would be 
lengthened and a new parallel pipe would be constructed in an effort to better convey the stream and mitigate 
flooding that currently occurs frequently in this location. A majority of the proposed construction, including the 
extension of the culvert and construction of the new pipe, would occur from Piney Branch Road in an effort to 
minimize impacts to the park. Five-foot wide sidewalks currently exist on either side of Piney Branch Road. The 
proposed project would include the construction of five-foot wide sidewalks to replace those that would be 
displaced as a result of the proposed project. Some tree removal would be required within the park along Piney 
Branch Road and the stream directly adjacent to the road for grading. In addition, some material storage and 
access through the existing parking lot may be required. 


At previous meetings, M-NCPPC indicated that there are a lot of problems within Long Branch Stream. The stream 
has a lot of erosion issues. In addition, flooding is frequent in the vicinity of Long Branch Stream Valley Park. M- 
NCPPC indicated that there are problems with non-native invasive tree species growing along the stream banks. 
Mr. Frank discussed the existing culvert and issues presented by it. The culvert is problematic, as it disconnects 
upstream of Piney Branch Road from downstream in terms of fish passage. M-NCPPC would like the opportunity 
to connect upstream and downstream as part of the proposed Purple Line. On the south side of Piney Branch 
Road, there is currently a three- to four foot drop from the bottom of the existing culvert to the Long Branch 
stream bed. As part of the proposed project, M-NCPPC would like to see improvements made to the culvert that 
would accommodate the functionality of the stream and provide adequate fish passage. Mr. Guinther stated that 
the existing culvert was constructed over an existing gravity sewer line. As such, the culvert could not be lowered, 
as it would impact the sewer line. He asked if the stream bed could be raised to meet the bottom of the culvert to 
eliminate the drop from the culvert to the stream bed and enable fish passage. From an engineering standpoint, 
the design of this option may be more feasible than lowering the culvert. 
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Ms. Garner stated that there is no existing Maryland Biological Stream Survey information for Long Branch Stream. 
Ms. Cole stated that M-NCPPC would like to open connectivity from Long Branch to the rest of the Anacostia River 
watershed. She stated that it is not what is present that is important, but the fact that there is nothing present 
within the stream. Ms. Garner stated that if there are no species present, the MTA would not likely receive 
mitigation credits per the regulatory agencies. It is also important to determine exactly how far downstream any 
proposed mitigation measures might extend with regard to grading, etc. Ms. Cole stated that when the proposed 
Purple Line is constructed, the decision made regarding the Long Branch Stream would be a generational decision. 
If the stream is not mitigated as a result of the proposed Purple Line, it would likely never happen. If there are no 
species located downstream from the existing blockage, mitigating the stream would not be cost effective. It may 
be difficult to get regulatory agency approval, especially if there are no species to the south of Piney Branch Road 
that would utilize the stream to the north of the existing blockage. However, if there are species present within 
Long Branch Stream to the south of Piney Branch Road, this mitigation measure is possible. It was decided that 
the Purple Line Team and M-NCPPC would commit to a process agreement to further explore mitigation within 
Long Branch Stream. A working group will evaluate the factors; weigh the impacts, costs and benefits; coordinate 
with agencies; and make recommendations. 


As currently designed, access to the Long Branch Community Center would be limited to right turns into and out of 
the community center. The reason for the restricted access is that traffic cannot cross the transitway at an 
unsignalized intersection. In addition, there is not enough room on Piney Branch Road to construct left turn lanes 
without substantially impacting adjacent buildings. Therefore, patrons utilizing the community center from the 
west would need to make a u-turn at University Boulevard to access the community center. In addition, patrons 
wishing to travel eastbound from the community center would need to turn right onto Piney Branch Road and 
make a u-turn at Arliss Street to proceed eastbound on Piney Branch Road. The restricted access to Long Branch 
Community Center has been a major concern for M-NCPPC. In order to help address this issue, M-NCPPC 
purchased the property currently housing the Miles Glass Company located on the parcel of land north of Piney 
Branch Road, directly east of the entrance to Long Branch Community Center. At a previous meeting, M-NCPPC 
stated that they would like to be reimbursed for the purchase of Miles Glass Company and they would like to 
reroute and reconstruct the park entrance through the parcel on which Miles Glass Company currently exists. The 
entrance would connect to the signalized intersection of Piney Branch Road and Barron Road, which would enable 
left turns out of the community center. The MTA could not reimburse M-NCPPC for the purchase of Miles Glass 
Company, but as part of the proposed project and a mitigation measure to alleviate impacts to access, MTA would 
be willing to construct a new community center access road on an unencumbered site. 


M-NCPPC stated that given the proposed reconstructed access to the community center and a commitment to 
further explore stream mitigation measures, they would be willing to issue a de minimis impact determination. 

A discussion ensued regarding potential tree mitigation. M-NCPPC does not usually approve DNR easements on 
park property, as they prohibit potential park projects in the future. Ms. Garner explained that the Purple Line 
Team has been having problems finding potential tree mitigation areas in southern Montgomery County. She 
stated that they would like to find potential conservation areas within the proposed project corridor, but that has 
proven to be difficult. Ms. Pedoeem explained that there is a deficit of open space in the down County area and 
that they do not want to encumber limited parkland with forest easements. They have a stated priority for open 
space. 


M-NCPPC stated that they were confused by the varying levels of clarity regarding mitigation. For example, the 
Purple Line Team has indicated exactly where the proposed replacement parkland would be located. There are 
general ideas of where there would be stream mitigation and restoration measures. However, no sites have been 
identified within Montgomery County for anticipated forest mitigation. M-NCPPC requested that the process for 


Puli Montgomery County M-NCPPC 
MMe 


Formal Agency Coordination Meeting 
November 13, 2013 





the review of design and mitigation timing be incorporated into the Memorandum of Agreement and stressed that 
they wanted to be included in mitigation discussions. The process and status of the various mitigation measures 
was explained for the group. 


5. Potential Additional Projects and/or Mitigation Measures 


There were additional mitigation projects that were suggested and recommended. If the MTA can get credit and 
M-NCPPC can provide locations, it would be feasible to include additional stormwater management projects as 
part of mitigation. All of the meeting attendees came to the consensus that while M-NCPPC would like the benefit 
of the proposed project, the Purple Line Team would like to receive stormwater credit. For example, if stormwater 
management retrofitting was completed for an M-NCPPC parking lot along the proposed project corridor, it would 
occur on their property, but the Purple Line Team would receive credit. At this point, this would only be feasible 
for park properties, as they could not speak for Montgomery County Department of Transportation or plans, such 
as Maryland’s National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System 
Permits (MS4). 


There was a discussion of specific stormwater management measures would be taken. The requirements state 
that both new and reconstructed pavement must be treated. Ms. Levine stated that no stormwater management 
facilities would be constructed within parks, as agreed upon in several previous meetings with M-NCPPC. Mr. 
Cosler stated that while no stormwater management facilities would be constructed, several measures would be 
taken to treat runoff, including the use of green track and bioswales through Rock Creek Stream Valley Park. 
Stormwater would discharge to the green tracks, then to bioswales that would be located on either side of the 
tracks. Mr. Glenn Marschke stated that through Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, stormwater could be treated with 
the use of planter boxes, potentially underground sand filters, and a small bioswale. Mr. Charles Wallace stated 
that any area treated outside of the limit of disturbance would be treated if it counts as mitigation toward the 
project. Mr. Marschke stated that the team is currently working to finalize stormwater management mitigation 
computations. In addition, he stated that we would treat ESD volume for everything within the limit of 
disturbance. 


Ms. Levine clarified that we would only treat impacts that would directly result from the construction of the 
proposed Purple Line and that we would be meeting mitigation requirements. It was again stated that the 
proposed project would not receive ICC level mitigation and that any facilities within parks would be maintained 
by M-NCPPC Montgomery County Department of Parks. Stormwater management retrofit sites would be looked 
at, but would not be considered above and beyond mitigation. Ms. Pedoeem stated that outflows that eventually 
drain into a park must be properly mitigated. It was then determined that M-NCPPC would meet separately to 
discuss necessary stormwater management requirements. 


6. Meeting Recap and Wrap Up 


Ms. Levine provided a recap of the discussions at the meeting. Within Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, it was 
determined that the center pier of the existing trail bridge over Rock Creek would be removed to 18 inches below 
grade, contingent upon the ability to receive permitting. It was also determined that the Rock Creek National 
Recreational Trail would be raised on a boardwalk through the Montgomery County right-of-way in an effort to 
move the trail out of the one-year floodplain, which would mitigate existing flooding and siltation issues currently 
plaguing the trail. Mr. Kines reiterated that the project team should visit Little Falls Trail for an example of a similar 
project. 
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Within Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, it was determined that a working group would be created to determine the 
proper design of the Wayne Avenue bridge and stream relocation through the park. An interagency meeting 
would be held to work through the issues and come to an agreement to which all parties can agree. It was again 
stated that the Wayne Avenue bridge needs to be at a 90 degree angle from Sligo Creek. There would need to be 
trade-offs, such as the width of the Green Trail through the park, as discussed above. M-NCPPC insisted that the 
language within the request for proposals must be robust. It was stated that the issues that are currently ongoing 
must be listed and must stated that the concessionaire must consult with M-NCPPC to resolve these issues. 


Within Long Branch Stream Valley Park and Long Branch Local Park, it was determined that the culvert relaying 
Long Branch Stream under Piney Branch Road could not be lowered because of the existing gravity sewer line that 
currently exists under the culvert. There is the possibility that the stream could be raised, but that is contingent 
upon agency coordination. The regulatory agencies would need to see that it would be cost and impact effective 
to do a long stream restoration project. Mr. Frank stated that he wanted to see a 48 inch culvert under Piney 
Branch Road. It was stated that the a new, relocated entrance road to the Long Branch Community Center and 
relocated Long Branch Trail would be constructed on the site of the existing Miles Glass Company, provided that 
the site is unencumbered. Provided that a new entrance can be constructed through the parcel on which Miles 
Glass Company is located, M-NCPPC stated that they would be willing to approve a de minimis impact finding on 
Long Branch Local Park. 


M-NCPPC stated that they would have internal discussions on several issues. Mr. Frank and Mr. Reid stated that 
they would discuss stormwater management retrofits within park properties and the Silver Spring library. Mr. 
Marschke stated that he was currently working toward completing stormwater management mitigation 
requirements, which are expected to be complete by Thanksgiving. 


Language within the Memorandum of Agreement needs to include that M-NCPPC will be involved with design 
reviews and the identification of mitigation sites. Language also needs to state that there is a demand for open 
space within southern Montgomery County (also known as “down county”) and that community open space areas 
need to be identified and protected. 


The next meeting will be a working group meeting where attendees will work to resolve outstanding issues 
discussed above. Mr. Rob Loskot stated that the first meeting would likely be between the issuance of the Record 
of Decision and Christmas. Ms. Garner stated that a mitigation meeting was also necessary. The meeting was 
adjourned. 
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ACTION ITEM SUMMARY 
Task # | Action Item Due Date Status 
1. | Create working groups to come to a consensus on all outstanding issues 
Contact regulatory agencies to determine if removal of center pier within 
2. | Rock Creek Stream Valley Park is a viable option, long stream mitigation 
within Long Branch 
3. | Investigate potentially raising Long Branch culvert under Piney Branch Road 
A Working group to potentially design new entrance to Long Branch 
* | Community Center 
5. | De minimis letters to M-NCPPC 
6. | Strengthen MOU language 
7. | Schedule mitigation meeting 
8. 
9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
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Name Company Phone Number E-mail Address 

Megan Chung M-NCPPC Megan.chung@mncppc.org 

Jai Cole M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks (301) 650-4366 Jai.cole@montgomery parks.org 
Jason Cosler Purple Line Team jcosler@wrallp.com 

Andy Frank M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks (240) 367-0782 Andrew.frank@montgomeryparks.org 





Bridgette Garner 


Purple Line Team 


bridgetteg@coastal-resources.net 





Jim Guinther 


Purple Line Team 


(443) 224-1583 


jguinther@wrallp.com 





Steve Hawtof 


Purple Line Team 


(443) 348-2017 


shawtof@gfnet.com 





John E. Hench 


M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks 


(301) 650-4364 


John.hench@montgomeryparks.org 





Kristi Hewlett 


Purple Line Team 


(410) 230-6654 


kristi.hewlett@jacobs.com 





Chuck Kines 


M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks 


(301) 495-2184 


Charles.Kines@montgomeryparks.org 





Harriet Levine 


Purple Line Team 


(410) 230-6630 


harriet.levine@jacobs.com 





Robert Loskot 


Purple Line Team 


rloskot@rkk.com 





Mike Madden 


MTA 


mmadden@mta.maryland.gov 





Glenn Marschke, Purple Line Team 


Purple Line Team 


gmarschke@wallacemontgomery.com 





Steven Morsberger, Purple Line Team 


Purple Line Team 


stevem@coastal-resources.net 





Mitra Pedoeem 


M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks 


(301) 495-2554 


Mitra.pedoeem @montgomeryparks.org 





Justin Reel, Purple Line Team 


Purple Line Team 


jreel@rkk.com 





Mr. Stephen Reid, M-NCPPC 


M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks 


Stephen.reid@montgomeryparks.org 








Mr. Charles Wallace, Purple Line Team 





Purple Line Team 











Charles.wallace@purplelinemd.com 
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General Engineering Consultant Team 


Gannett Fleming/Whitman, Requardt and Associates JV 


801 South Caroline Street, Baltimore, MD 21231 


— 


VI. 


Vil. 


M-NCPPC — Montgomery County Parks Coordination Meeting 
Montgomery County, Maryland 
November 13, 2013 


Agenda 


Introductions 

Purpose of Meeting 

Confidentiality Agreement 

Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park and Wayne Avenue Bridge Over Sligo Creek 
Rock Creek Stream Valley Park 

Other (as time permits) 

Approach to Stormwater Management 

Stormwater Management Retrofits 


Rock Creek Bridge 
Long Branch 
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11/13/2013 


Purple Line FEIS 
Coordination of Park Impacts and Mitigation Measures 


Date/Time: Wednesday November 13, 2013/9:00 a.m. 
Location: Parkside Headquarters Executive Conference Room 


Meeting Agenda 


Purpose: 


This meeting is to coordinate the Park impacts, MTA commitments, and proposed 
mitigation to achieve a de minimis finding for the project. The Planning Board provided 
MTA with comments on conditions and mitigation related to the project impacts based on 
information received via FEIS process, and this effort is to achieve a better understanding 
of MTA’s current design and Parks’ goals. MTA’s goal is to achieve agreement on de 


minimis finding by December 5, 2013. 


Discussion [tems: 


we WN 


ee 


Introductions and roles 
Overview of general goals for Parks 
Discussion of individual sites 
e Rock Creek Trestle Removal 
e Wayne Avenue Bridge and Sligo Creek Restoration 
e Piney Branch Road and Long Branch Restoration 
Discuss SWM Concepts — MS4 goals to retrofit existing impervious areas 
Review MTA’s proposed mitigation program 
Additional Issues, Action Items, and Next Meeting 
Opportunity for Site Visit 
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Record of Decision € 
Attachment F LA 


Design Refinements since the August 2013 FEIS 


Introduction and Methodology 


The environmental and socioeconomic impacts evaluated in the August 2013 Final Environmental 

Impact Statement (FEIS) for the project were based on conceptual engineering plans. Maryland 

Transit Administration (MTA), in coordination with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), 

refined the conceptual engineering plans of the Purple Line Preferred Alternative in response to 

comments and coordination, to reduce environmental and socioeconomic impacts, and to respond to 

updated mapping and more detailed engineering. Some of the refinements presented below were 

considered prior to the publication of the FEIS and were presented at the May 2013 Open Houses. 

However, they were not incorporated into the FEIS due to the need to coordinate with the the public 

and agencies and complete the environmental analysis. Other refinements were made by MTA, in 

coordination with FTA, after the FEIS during meetings with agencies, property owners, and 

stakeholder groups, in the project corridor and after consideration of public comments related to the 

FEIS. MTA performed more detailed engineering at specific locations and corridor wide to: 

e Refine the location and configuration of project elements, including elements of the Capital 
Crescent Trail (CCT), traction power substations, and signal bungalows 

e Reduce project impacts to sensitive environmental resources 

e Reduce project impacts to adjacent homes and businesses 

e Reduce the project-related right-of-way acquisition 

e Respond to agency, stakeholder, and public comments (see ROD Attachments C and E) 

e Improve station access and circulation 

e Improve water quality by expanding some stormwater management facilities 

e Address some project-related changes to access and parking 

e Improve traffic and transit operations 

e Respond to adjacent planned development 

e Reflect more detailed drainage, stormwater management, and utility design 

e Address updated survey data, right-of-way information, mapping, and design criteria 


FTA and MTA assessed each refinement individually and then collectively to determine the 
anticipated change in effects, if any, to the natural and built environment. On an individual level, this 
assessment considered the rationale for the refinement, the public and agency coordination MTA 
undertook related to the refinement, and the effects of the refinement on the natural and built 
environment. FTA and MTA’s assessment of the collective effect of the design refinements has 
considered the cumulative effects on the environmental and socioeconomic resources. 
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Tables 1 and 2 summarize FTA and MTA’s assessment for each of the refinements. Specifically, 

e Table 1 describes the refinement, the reason that the refinement has been made, the context for the 
refinement, and the change in impacts 

e Table 2 provides more detailed information for refinements that resulted in an increase in environmental or 
socioeconomic impacts 


FTA and MTA assessed the effects of the design refinements on the environmental and socioeconomic resources 
in the corridor. This assessment included both physical and related (visual, noise, etc.) impacts. The tables only 
include those environmental areas where changes in impacts are anticipated to occur as a result of the design 
refinement. The tables also include assesments of potential impacts to Section 4(f) resources. Finally, changes to 
trail user experience on the Capital Crescent Trail are included under the “Transportation” heading. 


The conceptual engineering plan sheets are contained in FEIS Volume II. The current design—incorporating the 
refinements—is documented in updated engineering plan sheets (Preliminary Engineering Plan Sheets, dated 
December 2013), which are posted on the project’s website. The description of the Preferred Alternative in the 
Record of Decision is based on the the December 2013 plan sheets. Where appropriate, Table 1 includes 
references to specific pages in the FEIS Volume II plan sheets and in the December 2013 plan sheets. 


Assessment of Refinements 


Most of MTA’s design refinements are entirely within the FEIS Limits of Disturbance (LOD), without changing 
the LOD. For example, some refinements involved shifting a stairway location in a station area, which leaves the 
LOD unchanged. In some cases, the design refinements enabled MTA to reduce the LOD, thereby having fewer 
impacts on the natural and built environment than presented in the FEIS. For example, by refining the design of 
the signal bungalow on University Boulevard, MTA was able to reduce property and parking impacts; and by 
refining the alignment on Rossborough Lane east of US Route 1, MTA was able to avoid a contributing structure 
within the University of Maryland historic district. 


In a few instances, MTA’s design refinements resulted in a slightly expanded LOD. For example, one design 
refinement removes the separate Capital Crescent Trail (CCT) structure across CSX at Michigan Avenue. The 
CCT will continue east along the Talbot Avenue residential block to the new Talbot Avenue Bridge where the 
CCT will share the bridge with vehicular traffic. MTA realigned the Talbot Avenue Bridge to accommodate this 
change. The LOD is reduced on the north side of CSX from Michigan Avenue to the Talbot Avenue Bridge as 
compared to the FEIS LOD. The LOD is slightly expanded into the CSX and residential properties on the south 
side where the CCT continues to the new Talbot Avenue Bridge. However, the overall effect is a reduction in the 
number of impacted private properties. 


As explained in Tables 1 and 2, this refinement will slightly change the visual appearance of the CCT between 
Stewart Avenue and Michigan Avenue as the CCT will be along the existing ground rather than being elevated 
and will eliminate the proposed CCT bridge over CSX. Neither refinement changes the FEIS finding of low 
visual effect at this location. In addition, MTA’s refinement improves access from the Lyttonsville and Rosemary 
Hills communities to the CCT by providing trail access at Michigan Avenue and Kansas Avenue. The refinement 
will replace the Talbot Avenue Bridge, thereby resulting in the same Section 106 Adverse Effect determination as 
in the FEIS and the mitigation remains the same (see Programmatic Agreement). 
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FTA’s and MTA’s cumulative assessment of the design refinements indicates an overall reduction in the number 
of parcels affected by the project. Based on the design refinements outlined in Table 1, MTA has reduced the 
number of properties affected by the project from the over 700 described in the FEIS (both property acquisition 
and temporary easements) to approximately 615 properties. In addition, slight increases in LOD at specific 
locations are offset to some degree by reductions in the LOD in other areas as compared to the FEIS LOD. For 
example, some of the design refinements provide greater benefits compared with the FEIS design, such as 
improvements to traffic and transit operations, trail experience, and water quality. Also, some of the refinements 
reduce property impacts and displacements, avoid or minimize impacts to historic resources, and some provide 
mitigation. 


FTA Determination 


FTAhas considered and evaluated the assessment of effects, individually and cumulatively, of the design 
refinements to the Preferred Alternative on the environmental and socioeconomic resources. FTA has 
determined that these design refinements made since the FEIS are typical of refinements made by a project 
sponsor as public and agency outreach continues and engineering design advances in response to that outreach 
during the NEPA process. In addition, FTA has determined, in accordance with 23 CFR 771.129, that the design 
refinements made since the FEIS do not result in new significant impacts beyond those evaluated in the FEIS. 
Refinements that affect park and historic resources have been included in the Section 106 Programmatic 
Agreement and Final Section 4(f) Evaluation, as appropriate. Both the Programmatic Agreement and the Final 
Section 4(f) Evaluation are attached to the ROD. Therefore, no supplemental environmental documentation is 
warranted beyond inclusion of these design refinement findings in the Record of Decision. 


Attachment F — Design Refinements since the August 2013 FEIS 3 


Purple Line Record of Decision March 2014 


Table 1. Summary of Design Refinements Made between FEIS Conceptual Design and the ROD 


Reason for Refinement and Relevant Effect of Refinement = 


Design Refinement Supporting Coordination Context / Setting (changes in LOD are described in comparison to FEIS LOD) 
Refinements to design of Capital Crescent Trail (C1) 








1 | Refined CCT connection to Rock Creek Trail and CCT underpass | MTA’s design reviews and coordination —_| The refinement is almost entirely The LOD remains largely the same as the FEIS LOD 
of Purple Line east of Rock Creek. CCT design in FEIS included a with Montgomery County Department of | within the FEIS LOD in an area that + —_| with minor exceptions. The LOD (temporary) is 
switchback connection from the CCT to the Rock Creek Trail. In addition, | Transportation (MCDOT) and Maryland- | would have been disturbed by expanded slightly at the tie-in of the CCT connection at 
the CCT passed under the Purple Line in a tunnel approximately 220 feet | National Capital Park and Planning construction activities anticipated in | the Rock Creek Trail. Additionally, the LOD is slightly 
long to the south side of the tracks just east of Rock Creek Stream Valley | Commission (M-NCPPC) resulted in the | the FEIS. The area through Rock Creek | expanded on the south side of the Purple Line 
Park (See FEIS Volume II, Conceptual Engineering drawing Sheets 103 _| refinements to improve the user Park is within the county-owned right- | transitway where the CCT emerges from the trail 
and 104 of 497). MTA’s refinement modifies the connection between the | experience along the trail and Rock of-way and is not on park property. | tunnel. MTA’s refinement addresses constructability 
CCT and the Rock Creek Trail and adjusts the alignment of the CCT under | Creek connection, address constructability | The area to the east is wooded issues associated with the trail connection and 
the Purple Line (See December 2013 Preliminary Engineering plan Sheets | issues, and maximize opportunities for | adjacent to existing apartment provides additional opportunities for landscaping 
126 and 127 of 691). The refined trail tunnel was reduced to landscaping along the connection. MTA’s | buildings. along the switchback and associated retaining walls. 
approximately 110 feet long, half the length of the 220-foot tunnel refinements are supported by both The tunnel is shorter and at less of an angle, allowing 
shown in the FEIS. MCDOT and M-NCPPC and were included more natural light and a better trail user experience. 

on the mapping shown at the May 2013 
Open Houses. 
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Table 1. Summary of Design Refinements Made between FEIS Conceptual Design and the ROD (continued) 
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Reason for Refinement and Relevant Effect of Refinement 
# Design Refinement Supporting Coordination Context / Setting (changes in LOD are described in comparison to FEIS LOD) 


2 





Separate CCT crossing of CSX at Michigan Avenue to 4th 


Avenue removed; CCT to share Talbot Avenue Bridge over CSX. 


The design of the CCT in the FEIS included the CCT climbing from Stewart 
Avenue to Michigan Avenue where if crossed over CSX on a separate trail 
structure and then continued on the north side of CSX to Talbot Avenue 
(See FEIS Volume II, Conceptual Engineering drawing Sheets 107 and 108 
of 497). MTA’s refinement removes the separate CCT structure across (SX 
at Michigan Avenue. Instead, the CCT will remain at grade from Stewart 
Avenue to Michigan Avenue. The CCT will continue along the Talbot 
Avenue residential block to the new Talbot Avenue Bridge where the CCT 
will share the bridge with vehicular traffic. The Talbot Avenue Bridge has 
been realigned to accommodate this change. (See December 2013 
Preliminary Engineering plan Sheet 131 of 691). 





MTA’s refinement is a result of its 
coordination with MCDOT and 
Montgomery County Public Schools, 
community input, and comments from 
(SX as well as trail and roadway design 
and constructability issues. 


MTA shared the refinement at a series of 
meetings with Montgomery County and 
elected officials as well as representatives 
from Rosemary Hills Elementary School 
and the local communities. 





The refinement is primarily within the 
FEIS LOD except in a few locations. 
The area from Stewart Avenue to 
Kansas Avenue is along the old rail 
right-of-way through an industrial 
area. From Kansas Avenue to Lanier 
Drive, the area is bounded by CSX to 
the north and residential properties to 
the south. Finally, the Rosemary Hills 
Elementary School is adjacent to 
Talbot Avenue from Lanier Drive to 
the bridge over CSX. The Talbot 
Avenue Bridge is a Section 106 
historic property and is a contributing 
element to the Metropolitan Branch, 
B&O Railroad historic property. The 
FEIS, Section 106 and Draft Section 
A(f) Evaluation documented FTA’s 
adverse effect determination 
regarding these resources due to the 
demolition and replacement of the 
Talbot Avenue Bridge. 





Reduces overall right-of-way requirements by 
reducing the number of impacted private properties. 
The LOD is reduced on the north side of CSX from 
Michigan Avenue to the Talbot Avenue Bridge. MTA’s 
refinement avoids some property acquisition from 
(SX. The LOD expands slightly into the (SX and 
residential properties on the south side where the CCT 
continues to the new Talbot Avenue Bridge. 


Slight change in visual appearance between Stewart 
Avenue and Michigan Avenue as the trail will be along 
the existing ground rather than elevated. This area, 
Visual Assessment Unit 2 (VAU 2), was described in the 
FEIS as having low visual sensitivity and low visual 
effects from the project (See Table 4-22 of the FEIS). 
MTA’s refinements are consistent with this finding and 
eliminate a new visual feature, the trail bridge over 
(SX. 


The refinement improves access from the Lyttonsville 
and Rosemary Hills communities to the CCT by 
providing trail access at Michigan Avenue and Kansas 
Avenue. 

The refinement will result in the same Section 106 
Adverse Effect determination as in the FEIS, because 
the Talbot Avenue Bridge will be removed and the 
mitigation remains the same (See Programmatic 
Agreement (PA). It is also included in the Final Section 
A(f) Evaluation. Both the PA and Final Section 4(f) 
Evaluation are attached to the ROD. 
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Table 1. Summary of Design Refinements Made between FEIS Conceptual Design and the ROD (continued) 


Design Refinement 


Refinements to local property access 


Reason for Refinement and Relevant 
Supporting Coordination 


Context / Setting 


March 2014 


Effect of Refinement 
(changes in LOD are described in comparison to FEIS LOD) 








3 


American Center for Physics: new access road and sidewalk 
added off River Road. The FEIS design removed the driveway access 
from River Road and relied on the existing access from Rivertech Court 
(See FEIS Volume II, Conceptual Engineering drawing Sheet 152 of 497). 
MTA’s refinement adds a new access road and a sidewalk off River Road 
(See December 2013 Preliminary Engineering plan Sheet 175 of 691). 


MTA’s coordination with Prince George’s 
County and the property owner led to this 
refinement. It addresses the loss of one 
of the site access points to the east and 
provides improved pedestrian access to 
the site from the Purple Line and 
Metrorail. The refinement was supported 
by the County and the property owner 
and was included in the mapping shown 
at the May 2013 Open Houses. 


The refinement is in a partially 
wooded area off River Road. 


Increases the LOD near River Road with an 
approximate 0.7 acre of additional tree loss. The area 
of additional tree loss is included in the Forest Stand 
Delineation being prepared for the project and the 
tree loss will be mitigated with other forest impacts 
associated with the project. Retains direct access to the 
site from River Road and enhances pedestrian access 
to the site from River Road, the Purple Line, and 
Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority 
(WMATA). 





Refinement due to utility conflict and coordination with affected property owners 





4 





River Road near Haig Drive: shifted transitway alignment and 
refined stormwater design. The FEIS design kept the Purple Line 
tracks close to River Road east of Haig Drive (See FEIS Volume II, 
Conceptual Engineering drawing Sheet 154 of 497). In addition, the FEIS 
design included a submerged gravel wetland (stormwater feature) to the 
west of Haig Drive, south of the station area. The refinement shifts the 
alignment approximately 10 feet south to avoid a climate controlled 
Verizon vault east of Haig Drive (See December 2013 Preliminary 
Engineering plan Sheet 177 of 691). While making this refinement, MTA 
redesigned the submerged gravel wetland to be more linear in shape to 
reduce impacts to the development site adjacent to the station on the M 
Square property. 





MTA refined the design to avoid the 
climate controlled Verizon vault and to 
reduce impacts to the M Square property 
adjacent fo the station. Ongoing 
coordination with Verizon identified this 
vault as highly sensitive and difficult and 
costly to relocate. At the same time, as 
part of ongoing coordination, the 
University of Maryland stressed their 
concern regarding the M Square property 
and their desire to maintain developable 
land in the area. Prince George’s County 
and local elected officials also shared a 
desire to have more transit-supportive 
uses near the station rather than a large 
stormwater management facility. MTA’s 
coordination with all parties resulted in 
the refinement which addresses the 
Verizon vault conflict and minimizes 
encroachment on the M Square property. 
The change in impact to the Section 4(f) 
resource was coordinated with M-NCPPC 
and was included in the de minimis 
finding for the park. 





The refinement is in the area of the M 
Square station. West of Haig Drive is 
vacant land that is part of the M 
Square research park. The land east of 
the M Square property is part of the 
Anacostia River Stream Valley Park 
and Northeast Branch Trail. The 
alignment shift occurs on both sides of 
Haig Drive and when in the park the 
alignment shift is in an undeveloped 
area that was shown in the FEIS and 
Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation as both 
permanent use and temporary 
occupancy of the park. 





The refinement results in an overall reduction in right- 
of-way requirements. It reduces LOD on M Square 
property west of Haig Drive, minimizing impacts to 
this future development parcel. No change In LOD 
occurs east of Haig Drive in Anacostia River Stream 
Valley Park; however, a slight increase (0.16 acre) in 
permanent use will occur from what was shown in the 
Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation in the FEIS. This increase 
is in the area shown for construction staging 
(temporary occupancy) in the FEIS. The change in 
impact to the Section 4(f) resource was coordinated 
with M-NCPPC and was included in the de minimis 
finding for the park. It is also included in the Final 
Section 4(f) Evaluation attached to the ROD. 
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Table 1. Summary of Design Refinements Made between FEIS Conceptual Design and the ROD (continued) 


Design Refinement 


Refinements based on changes to planned adjacent development 


Reason for Refinement and Relevant 
Supporting Coordination 


Context / Setting 


Purple Line Record of Decision 


Effect of Refinement 
(changes in LOD are described in comparison to FEIS LOD) 








5 


Rossborough Lane: shifted transitway alignment to the south 
to avoid the police offices. The traction power substation 
(TPSS) is shifted due to the roadway shift. The FEIS alignment 
clipped the southern edge of the Service Building housing the campus 
police offices (See FEIS Volume II, Conceptual Engineering drawing Sheet 
146 of 497). The refinement shifts the transitway alignment south, 
avoiding the building (See December 2013 Preliminary Engineering plan 
Sheet 169 of 691). The traction power substation (TPSS) is shifted south 
as well due fo the roadway shift. 


Input from University of Maryland 
(UMD): the Service Building was planned 
to he removed as part of the planned 
East Campus development. The scope and 
timing of UMD‘s development plan has 
changed and the building is no longer 
slated for demolition at this time. UMD 
requested a shift in the alignment to 
avoid impacts to the building, which is 
also a Section 106 contributing element 
in the UMD historic district. UMD 
reviewed several options developed by 
MTA. MTA’s refinement is a result of this 
coordination and is supported by UMD. 


The refinement occurs near US 1 and 
Rosshorough Lane. This area is within 
the UMD historic district. The shift 
occurs primarily in the existing 
roadway and parking areas. 


The LOD changes on Rossborough Lane. Refinement 
avoids impacts to the Service Building, a contributing 
structure within the historic property. At the time of 
the FEIS, UMD had imminent plans to demolish the 
building as part of its planned East Campus 
development project; therefore, the building was not 
included in the discussion of potential Purple Line 
effects to the property in the FEIS. Due to the delay in 
UMD's development, and if the alignment had 
remained as it was proposed in the FEIS, a portion of 
the building would have been impacted. The shift of 
the alignment avoids the building. The refinement is 
included in the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation attached 
to the ROD. 





Refinements to minimize or mitigate impacts and/or address specitic design issues or stakeholder concerns 








6 | TPSS on Montgomery Avenue moved. The FEIS design had the TPSS | During right-of-way coordination with the | The refinement is ina developed area | MTA’s refinement reduces overall business 
parallel to the transitway, displacing two commercial properties on affected property owner, MTA discussed | with small commercial buildings along | displacements and overall right-of-way requirement, 
Montgomery Avenue (See FEIS Volume II, Conceptual Engineering ideas to minimize the right-of-way Montgomery Avenue. but changes the LOD. The FEIS design displaced two 
drawing Sheet 95 of 497). MTA’s refinement moves the TPSS impact and the number of business commercial buildings. MTA’s refinement displaces one 
approximately 100 feet east to the easternmost parcel owned by the displacements. The property owner asked building. The refinement avoids the two buildings 
same landowner (See December 2013 Preliminary Engineering plan if the TPSS could be shifted to his shown as displacements in the FEIS and requires the 
Sheet 118 of 691). The TPSS has been rotated to be perpendicular to the | easternmost parcel. MTA’s refinement is acquisition of the building immediately to the east. 
transitway and its access drive has been adjusted accordingly. a result of this coordination and has been Therefore the LOD is reduced to no longer include the 
shared with the property owner. parcels originally shown as displacements and 
expanded to include the parcel that will now be 
displaced by the TPSS. 
7 | Rock Creek Trail: raised a portion of the trail. The FEIS design did | As this portion of the trail is subject to =| MTA’s refinement is within the FEIS —_| The refinement does not change the LOD as presented 





not include any changes to the Rock Creek Trail (See FEIS Volume II, 
Conceptual Engineering drawing Sheet 103 of 497). As part of the Section 
4(f) mitigation, MTA’s refinement adds a boardwalk type trail 
approximately 170 feet long within the Montgomery County right-of-way 
to raise the portion of the Rock Creek Trail out of the 1-year floodplain 
(See December 2013 Preliminary Engineering plan Sheet 126 of 691). 





regular flooding, the refinement was 
suggested during MTA’s discussions with 
M-NCPPC regarding County-wide park 
mitigation. The design has been discussed 
with M-NCPPC and is included in the Final 
Section 4(f) mitigation commitments for 
Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and trail. 





LOD and is within the County-owned 
right-of-way. It is along the existing 
trail alignment, in an area that MTA 
would access during construction. 





in the FEIS. MTA’s refinement will reduce the 
frequency of flooding on the trail. The refinement is 
included as part of the mitigation included in the Final 
Section 4(f) Evaluation attached to the ROD. 





Attachment F — Design Refinements since the August 2013 FEIS 


Purple Line Record of Decision March 2014 


Table 1. Summary of Design Refinements Made between FEIS Conceptual Design and the ROD (continued) 


Reason for Refinement and Relevant Effect of Refinement 
# Design Refinement Supporting Coordination Context / Setting (changes in LOD are described in comparison to FEIS LOD) 

















8 | Falklands Apartments: adjusted the LOD to account for building | MTA’s refinement to the LOD is based on | This refinement is located in the The refinement does not change project impacts or 
modifications. The design of the project in this area has not changed —_| coordination with the property Falkland Apartment complex adjacent | LOD within the Falkland Apartment complex as 
(See FEIS Volume II, Conceptual Engineering drawing Sheet 112 of 497). | owner/manager and review of the to (SX. The site is a Section 106 reported in the FEIS. The refinement is included in this 
This refinement was made prior to the publication of the FEIS and is existing building plans. MTA’s historic property. table to clarify the information provided in the FEIS. 
included in the Section 4(f) Evaluation and Section 106 Programmatic coordination included a field visit on-site The Environmental Resource Mapping included in 
Agreement. It is documented here to clarify the mapping shown in the to discuss the needed building Volume II of the FEIS did not show the updated LOD, 
FEIS. modifications with the property owner. but this refinement was included in the FEIS 
This refinement was made prior to the assessment of impacts and shown on the graphics in 
publication of the FEIS and was included Chapter 6, Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation. It is also 
in the FEIS’s assessment of impacts and included in the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation and 
shown on the graphics in Chapter 6, Draft Programmatic Agreement attached to the ROD. 
Section 4(f) Evaluation, but was not 
shown in the Environmental Resource 
Mapping in Volume II of the FEIS. 
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Table 2. Summary of Anticipated Changes (positive and negative) in Environmental Impacts Associated with Design Refinements Outlined in Table 1 


Design Refinement 


Land Use, Public Policy, and 


Zoning 
Parks, Recreational Land, 


Property Acquisitions and 
and Open Space 


ITTF Aah eley a atexere ar-Tale| 
Community Facilities 
Displacements 
Economic Activity 
Historic Properties and 
Archeological Resources 
Visual Resources 
Vibration 

Habitat and Wildlife 
Water Resources 
Hazardous Materials 
Environmental Justice 
Transportation 


Air Quality 
Utilities 





1 | Refined CCT connection to Rock Creek The LOD remains largely the same as the FEIS LOD with minor 
Trail and CCT underpass of Purple Line exceptions. The LOD (temporary) is expanded slightly at the 
east of Rock Creek tie in of the CCT connection at the Rock Creek Trail. 
Additionally, the LOD is slightly expanded on the south side of 
the Purple Line transitway where the CCT emerges from the 
trail tunnel. MTA’s refinement addresses constructability 
issues associated with the trail connection and provides 
additional opportunities for landscaping along the switchback 
and associated retaining walls. The tunnel is shorter and at 
less of an angle allowing more natural light and a better trail 
user experience. 


M 





2 | Separate CCT bridge crossing of CSX at wo Vv y__|MIA’s refinement reduces overall right-of-way requirements 
Michigan Avenue to 4'* Avenue by reducing the number of impacted private properties. The 
removed; CCT to share Talbot Avenue LOD is reduced on the north side of CSX from Michigan 
Bridge over (SX. Avenue to the Talbot Avenue Bridge. MTA’s refinement avoids 
some property acquisition from (SX. The LOD expands 
slightly into the CSX and residential properties on the south 
side where the CCT continues to the new Talbot Avenue 
Bridge. 





3 | American Center for Physics: new re e y__| MTA’s refinement increases the LOD near River Road with an 
access road and sidewalk added of f approximate 0.7 acre of additional tree loss. It retains direct 
River Road. access to the site from River Road and enhances pedestrian 
access to the site from River Road, the Purple Line, and 
WMATA. 
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Table 2. Summary of Anticipated Changes (positive and negative) in Environmental Impacts Associated with Design Refinements Outlined in Table 1 (continued) 


Design Refinement 


Land Use, Public Policy, and 
Parks, Recreational Land, 
Archeological Resources 


Property Acquisitions and 
and Open Space 


NTT 4} Leda avexee ar Tale| 
Community Facilities 
Displacements 
Economic Activity 
Historic Properties and 
Visual Resources 
BELeyieiaeclive multe lies 
Water Resources 
Hazardous Materials 
Utilities 
Environmental Justice 
Transportation 


Air Quality 
Ail syechateyn) 





4 | River Road near Haig Drive: Shifted No change in LOD occurs east of Haig Drive in Anacostia River 
transitway alignment and refined Stream Valley Park; however, a slight increase (0.16 acre) in 
design of the submerged gravel permanent use will occur from what was shown in the Draft 
wetland. Section 4(f) Evaluation in the FEIS. This increase is in the area 
shown for construction staging (temporary occupancy) in the 
FEIS. The change in impact to the Section 4(f) resource was 
coordinated with M-NCPPC and was included in the de minimis 
finding for the park. It is also included in the Final Section 
A(f) Evaluation attached to the ROD. 


5 | Rossborough Lane: Shifted transitway w, The LOD changes on Rossborough Lane. Refinement avoids 
alignment to the south to avoid the impacts to the Service Building, a contributing structure within 
police offices. Traction power the historic property. At the time of the FEIS, UMD had 
substation (TPSS) is shifted due to the imminent plans to demolish the building as part of its planned 
roadway shift. East Campus development project; therefore, the building was 
not included in the discussion of potential Purple Line effects 
to the property in the FEIS. Due to the delay in UMD’s 
development, and if the alignment had remained as it was 
proposed in the FEIS, a portion of the building would have 
been impacted. The shift of the alignment avoids the building. 
The refinement is included in the Final Section 4(f) Evaluation 
attached to the ROD. 


6 | TPSS on Montgomery Avenue moved. V MTA’s refinement reduces overall business displacements and 
overall right-of-way requirement but changes the LOD. The 
FEIS design displaced two commercial buildings. MTA’s 
refinement only displaces one building. MTA’s refinement 
avoids the two buildings shown as displacements in the FEIS 
and requires the acquisition of the building immediately to 
the east. 


\ 
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Table 2. Summary of Anticipated Changes (positive and negative) in Environmental Impacts Associated with Design Refinements Outlined in Table 1 (continued) 
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7 | Rock Creek Trail: raised a portion of V The FEIS design did not include any changes to the Rock 
the trail. Creek Trail. MTA’s refinement will add a boardwalk type trail 


within the Montgomery County right-of-way to raise the 
portion of the Rock Creek Trail out of the 1-year floodplain. 
The refinement does not change the LOD as presented in the 
FEIS MTA’s refinement will reduce the frequency of flooding 
on the trail. The refinement is included as mitigation in the 
Final Section 4(f) Evaluation attached fo the ROD. 





8 | Falklands Apartments: Adjusted the The refinement does not change project impacts or LOD within 
LOD to account for building the Falkland Apartment complex as reported in the FEIS. The 
modifications. refinement is included in this table to clarify the information 


provided in the FEIS. The Environmental Resource Mapping 
included in Volume II of the FEIS did not show the updated 
LOD, but this refinement was included in the FEIS assessment 
of impacts and shown on the graphics in Chapter 6, Draft 
Section 4(f) Evaluation. 
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Since publication of the August 2013 Purple Line FEIS, FTA and MTA have identified a number of 
minor items in the FEIS that warrant clarification or correction to promote reader understanding. 
Minor typographical errors are corrected by this Errata Sheet provided as Attachment G of the ROD. 
In all cases, FTA has determined that the nature of these items is minor and does not substantially 
change the determinations and decisions of FTA. 


FEIS Reads 

















ES-11 | Table ES-3 states “...389 full or partial...” “...388 full or partial...” 

1-9 “These Metrorail lines are all radial lines into and | Following this sentence, add “In June 2012, 
out of Washington DC.” WMATA added Rush+ Yellow Line Metrorail 

service to supplement and improve rush hour 
service at the West Hyattsville, Prince George’s 
Plaza, College Park-University of Maryland, and 
Greenbelt stations.” 

2-1 “For additional information refer to the following “For additional information refer to the following 
technical reports: Supporting Documentation on technical reports: Supporting Documentation on 
Alternatives Development (2013) and the Alternatives Development (2013) and the 
Definition of Alternatives Report (2008). The 2012 | Definition of Alternatives Report (2008). The 2013 
document summarizes the alternatives...” document summarizes the alternatives...” 

2-34 | “...the portion of the transitway from the Adelphi “...the portion of the transitway from the Adelphi 
Road/West Campus station to the College Park Road/West Campus station to the East Campus 
Metro station.” station.” 

2-35 | “Transfers from the Purple Line to Metrorail and “A transfer from the Purple Line to the Metrorail is 
from Metrorail to the Purple Line would be expected to require payment of the Metrorail fare 
reduced. Transfers to other local services are while a the fare for transfer from Metrorail to the 
proposed to be equal to the existing bus-to-bus Purple Line would be reduced. Transfer fares with 
transfer policies.” Metrobus and other local services would be similar 

to existing bus-to-bus transfer fare policies. MTA 
will establish the fare policies prior to the start of 
operations.” 

3-7 “At most Purple Line stations, walking and bus “At most Purple Line stations, walking, bicycling, 





would be the principal ways that passengers get to 
and leave the stations.” 





and bus would be the principal ways that 
passengers get to and leave the stations.” 
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4-5 “The following regulations and guidance apply to __| “The following regulation applies to land use: 
land use: 2012 Land Use Article of the Maryland 
Code of Maryland Regulations (COMAR) 66B— | Annotated Code—provides state-level regulation 
delegates planning and zoning controls to local and guidance applicable to land use within 
government to encourage orderly development Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties.” 
and use of land and structures. 

COMAR 28—establishes the Maryland-National 
Capital Park and Planning Commission 
(M-NCPPC) as a bi-county agency responsible for 
the administration of parks and land use planning 
in Montgomery and Prince George’s Counties.” 

4-14 | “In Prince George’s County zoning regulations are | “In Prince George’s County zoning regulations are 
found in the 2007 Edition of the County Code of found in the 2011 Edition of the Zoning Ordinance 
Prince George’s County, Subtitle 27.” of Prince George’s County, Subtitle 27 of the 

Prince George’s County Code.” 

4-19 | Regarding the Cafritz property, “Forested area “Partially undeveloped and forested; partially 
and single-family residential” commercial office space” 

4-20 | “College Park US 1 Corridor Sector Plan and ‘2010 Approved Central US 1Corridor Sector Plan 

and 4- | Sectional Map Amendment (Approved, June and Sectional Map Amendment” 

21 2010)” 

4-21 “Purple Line Transit Oriented Development Study | “Purple Line Transit Oriented Development Study 
(Initiated, October 2011)” (May 2013)” 

4-21 | Table 4-3 states the Chevy Chase Lake and FTA and MTA acknowledge that these plans were 
Takoma Langley Crossroads Sector Plans are approved and adopted in July 2013 and June 
“pending approval.” 2012, respectively. 

4-49 |“...submitted to NCPC for review...” “...submitted to NCPC for review and approval...” 

4-49 |“...the NCPC would review the analysis...” “...the NCPC would review and approve the 

analysis...” 

4-50 | “...subject to NCPC review...” “...subject to NCPC review and approval...” 

4-70 |“...south side fo the alignment...” “...south side of the alignment...” 

4-74 |“...boundaryA...” “...boundary. A...” 

4-112 | “Sites S3 and S4, both located 45 feet from the “Sites S3 and S4, both located 32 feet from the 
centerline of the proposed transitway alignment, centerline of the proposed transitway alignment, 
would experience vibration levels in the range of | would experience vibration levels in the range of 
73 VdB.” 73 VdB.” 

4-112 |“...adding 70 more pass-by events per day.” “...adding more than 70 pass-by events per day.” 

4-117 |“...listedor...” “...listed or...” 

4-117 |“...TheOctober...” “... he October...” 

4-122 | “The project area is within the Chesapeake Bay “In 2010, the USEPA developed and approved 
TMDL. The Bay TMDL was developed by the EPA | TMDLs throughout the Chesapeake Bay 
and approved in 2010 to restore clean water in the | watershed to restore clean water in the Bay. The 
Bay. The Bay TMDL is a key part of an accounta- | current status of TMDLs in the project area is 
bility framework to ensure that all pollution control | reported in Table 5 of the 2013 Purple Line Water 
measures needed to fully restore the Bay andits | Resources Technical Report. The Bay TMDLs are 
tidal rivers are in place by 2025, with practices in | key parts of an accountability framework to ensure 
place by 2017 to meet 60 percent of the that all pollution control measures needed to fully 
necessary pollution reductions. restore the Bay and its tidal rivers are in place by 
Impaired stream segments within the Chesapeake | 2025, with practices in place by 2017 to meet 60 
Bay TMDL...” percent of the necessary pollution reductions. 

Impaired stream segments within the Chesapeake 
Bay watershed...” 
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5-1 Chapter 5 references a Construction Activities The reference in the FEIS to the Construction 

Technical Report. Activities Technical Report is an error; MTA 
decided to include this content in the FEIS and to 
not prepare a separate report. 

6-19 | “...assumed to be a flat fares...” “...assumed to be flat fares...” 

6-21 | Table 6-4 states “Recreational facilities within the | “Recreational facilities within the boundaries of the 
boundaries of the school are not open to the school are located outside the Project limits of 
public and, therefore are not protected by Section | disturbance.” 

A(f); also they are located outside the proposed 
limits of disturbance.” 

6-41 | “...minimizeing...” “...minimizing...” 

6-49 | “...and incur additional...” “...and incurring additional...” 

6-62 | Table 6-7 states the University of Maryland The University of Maryland Historic District is 
Historic District is “1,250.00” acres. The “188.3” acres. The permanent use is 
Permanent Use acreage is stated as “14.19” “approximately 80 feet of a brick wall.” 
acres. 

6-70 |“FTA, MTA and the MHT are preparing a Section | Text deleted. 

106 Programmatic Agreement that outlines 
commitments and mitigation concerning the Sligo 
Creek Parkway. MTA will implement the project in 
accordance with the signed Section 106 
Programmatic Agreement.” 

6-90 | “No contributing buildings or elements will be The Preferred Alternative will permanently use 
impacted by the Preferred Alternative. Small approximately 80 feet of a brick wall in the vicinity 
portions of open land will be crossed by the of the Rossborough Inn (involving temporary 
Preferred Alternative, but these areas were occupancy of 0.01 acre of land during 
undeveloped through the 1960s; their current construction) to achieve the turn of the transitway 
functions and appearance post-date the district’s | at the US 1 crossing. Although considered a 
period of significance. In total, MTA will contributing element, the wall has been altered 
permanently use approximately 14.19 acres of the | since the district’s period of significance. The 
University of Maryland historic district to build the | remainder of the permanent project impact area 
Preferred Alternative.” within the University of Maryland historic district 

(approximately 14.19 acres) affects non- 
contributing elements within the District—primarily 
portions of existing roadways, lawns, and parking 
lots—that are not significant landscape 
components. 

6-91 | “In terms of Section 4(f), MTA will permanently “The Preferred Alternative will temporarily use 
use approximately 14 acres and temporarily use 0.01 acre of contributing land surrounding the 
approximately 15 acres of the University of brick wall.” 

Maryland historic district, or less than one percent 
of historic district property.” 

7-22 | “Within the cumulative impact study area, the only | “Within the cumulative impact study area, a 
wetland known to be susceptible to foreseeable wetland known to not be within a protected area is 
development is along the Indian Creek stream along the Indian Creek stream valley (Northeast 
valley (Northeast Branch), where transit-oriented | Branch) near the Greenbelt Metrorail station. 
development at the Greenbelt Metrorail station is a | Future transit-oriented development in the station 
potential threat to the wetlands.” vicinity by others would be subject to compliance 

with federal regulations governing the protection of 
wetlands.” 

7-12 | “The East Silver Spring Master Plan (M-NCPPC “The North and West Silver Spring Master Plan 





2000)...” 





(M-NCPPC 2000)...” 
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Table 23: Minutes of User Benefits per Project 
Trip, the row and the column labeled “Total” are 
mislabeled. 


The row labeled “Total” at the bottom of the table 
should be labeled “Average by Attraction District.” 
The column labeled “Total” should be labeled 
“Average by Production District.” 





FEIS Volume I! Conceptual Engineering Plans 

















TS- The plans and sections shown for Arliss Roadin | The correct configuration is shown in CV-30 and 
036 | the Long Branch area do not correspond. CV-31 in FEIS Volume II. 

thru 

038 

CV- The existing pedestrian/bicycle-activated signal The signal is shown on the Preliminary Plans 

54, along Paint Branch Parkway at the Rhode Island __| provided on the project website. 

Page | (Trolley) Trail crossing was not identified. 

147 
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